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ADVERTISEMENT: 


N the #8th. of f uſt laſt, Dr. W. A. D. 
ent a letter to Mr. G. H. inviting him 
to an interview in che Advocate's Library, 
to enpuire (& looking at a few ed books ), 
« ' whether from the Referipts of s, '&c. Pa- 
66 N arc at liberty to lie, N and even 
eh murder; whenever the” intereſt of therr church 


"IE 


« may ſeem to require it 9” —Mr. H. being then 


taken up with another affair, ſent word to 


the Dodor'of his ſituation, and "begged a de- 


lay. The Doctor, 'fatisfied with the 'feaſons, 


HY 


: he, received another letter from the Do 
"dated JE whe hic. after men- 


readily” zranted this requeſt ; but ſoon after 
renewse - 'his ' ſolicitation for* the interview 
in two different cards without date. Mr. H. 


unwilBiiz to go N to a meeting of this 


kind” 3 the to let him know 


the names and of thoſe authors by 
which he meant to prove his accuſation. To 


this the Doctor feturnéd him à long letter, 
dated the ad September, containing a ſhort 
abſtract of all that is fince 
8 pamphlet. Mr. H, {aw from this let- 
ry, hat” tht queſtion would not be about the 


of che Patres referred: to by che Hoc- 
1 ach he "readily allows; hut about the 
ſenſe and application of them, and the cha- - 
rafter: of their authors; and this would ne. 
_reffarily bring on a "diſpute of a different 
1 ch confiderin all oireu 


not te 10 delfesble: However, 
18 b 4 time to digeſt the inatter fu 


NNE: _ _ tioning 


liſhed in the 
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0 tioningl Tchde. biete teſtinignies which he had 
found out, and how he intended to proceed, 


be adds: As you will ſhortly: ſee in a ptint- 


+ ed letter of mine, Which the RIS for 
« propagating Chriſtian Knowled 1955 print, 
| 6 directed ap tr This piece of information 


4 « only got to pr diner make it known to 
you, not out of vanity, I declare, (t a 

« it does me much honour that ſuch ab 
learned men as Dr. Dick, Dr. Erſkine, De 
. 1 Webſiet, and ſeveral others of the efta-. 
28 2 bliſbment approye of it) but out of juſtice, 
that vo may know. what you are * expect, 


& and may have time to prep he ſub- 
2 Nee what Je you —_— gm ady | 
- 9 een” On receiving this Infprmation, Mr. 


H. vie thing N. | erent, lg t 
from Rat be, firſt ſay; Em 8 xeturned 
8 anſwer tp. the Door, -* * that Fine. be 
was fg print ing Nm, be did not doubt 
but that! all he had to ſay on the. ſubject 
. ee l in th rinted letter; 
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to the World in the way he 
 tiement, the uhlic will jo mhether 
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ck you erpteſ in 


Paget: "the opinie 
ee if not 


e 5 17 9 fatal, oft toe oveaſions; to 
(We) reak Falch, 
— & Coifech ently," to | rip den and even to 

an too; hehehe the intereſſ of the 


church requires it.” Page Z During his 
2 various emotions aroſe in my breaſt; 


| metimes op pity and dot paſſion for the au- 


e e 518. E ee e eee 
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Ame Catholics 
poſe to płove Woe 1 


s Ur the Romi com- 
'with' ' heretics; and 
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thor of this Fan whoſe miſtaken zeal 


appears to me to have greatly betrayed him on 
this occaſion; ſometimes of regret for my bre- 
thren of the Proteſtant communion, who are ſo 


often expoſe n urt by ſuch ſlanderous wri- 
tings, and to have unchtiſtian paſſions 


| excited in their breaſts againſt their chriſtian 
brethren, from the execrable light in which the 


Roman Catholics are there exhibited to their 


view 2 other times, I could not help being 


_ ſuxpriſed to find, a perſon of your charac- 
2 00 


{that - ry mg 


ter A0 riciciple: d, on ttlis, as well as on 


former occaſions, join in a league with the 


Preſbyterians, whom, by the tenets of your 


church, and the” practier too of re-baptizing 
thoſe among them who join your communion, 
you do not even conſider as baptized chriſtians: 


It 


d, comm PER, 
gloxies oy 
22 in che f 5 1) 
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oft way. 10 Attacke h e 34 
nn 1 ande. and by, mi ehre! cntir bed 
trie a Karg and copvincng Big 

bean, ſay;aothing-againf}; her with 1 . 
- thay have: recourſe. to, theſe ynchriffian arms 
_ 1 eee 28 . 71 805 1 1 Gi: val 
7 9 n 77 Cas fig 10. my » n 
be- 


But Ant chiefly 2 me during the 
e f 


8 real concern for 
„ 


r 


— At other times, I con itblated myſelf, and , 


30 | 
the god of my count ; for I, cannot hel 
thinking, Reverend Si, that 1555 vou there | 
publiſh to the world tends to give a Wo dan- 
gerous ſtab to the public We LY 1 explain 
my ſelf. For theſe two hundred years paſt, 

the Roman Catholics of theſe three nations 

have e! under the moſt ſevere reſtraints by 
penal laws, which have been occaſionally put 
in execution againſt them in all the 9 
15 wa no pal every fluring 155 
period... By ns, about two 
.of people 1 In 2 land, and a very con derbe 
number in —_2 in, have been rendered, 

in any reſpects, ulel⸗ eſs to their country, and 

'|  1ncapab JP ſerving. her. Haraſſed at home, 

by Re . 75 theſe laws, anf incapaci- 


ga 5 ee u à manner 
ible XL birt or | jons, 85 


A A broad, * „h J 
at home, haye, in return, ow | 


a. 
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ct; rVICeS ors, trans- 
5 ES RE © 
e 1 10 0 8 which their na-. 
HP 698 try, rc x6ceive; from them: 
Wes .vf her .braveſt 
Pigs ages, n I tra, her moſt, diſtinguiſhed * 
Wii e 1 15 wh remained at home ſaw * 


W dixe neceſſity which for- 

= e ac their hrethren into ſuen | 

;meaſy es; but refighing. themſelves: to the 
will of heaven, under their ſevere trials, they 

ber by a peageable and ſabiniflive 

e 119 ee r, moſt inveterate 

B 2 enemies 


7 


(4) 


ane bo little they deſerved. ſuch: treat- 


Though deprived by law of all the pri- 
1 of our happy conſtitution, and looked 
upon as aliens and out-laws, rather than as 
ſubjecds and citizens; yet their love for their 
"country tema ined utidiminithed ; their daily. 
prayer wis for its happineſs and preſervation; ; 


| 17 great numbers, both in the laſt war and 


© preſent. entered the public ſervice, and 
reh their lives for her defence agajiiſt 


"the common enemy. Government was not 


-infenfible of all this, and therefore prudenthy- 
1 — 3 2 them ſome indulgetice. 


"Perhaps there never was a period th 
4 ſtep bf this kind was more ſolidly pilitical, 
or better calculated to promote the commorn- 


*weal. '** After the furtender af Burgoyne's 


"rmy, whit an alarmin proſpect appeared 
"to the eyes of a 5991 Every ſucceeding 
event tended only to increaſe the hotrot, and 


fil the = df | men with the moſt diſmal 
-  "apprehenlions; the Uiſtteſſes and ' dangers of 


the nation called aloud for the aſſiſtance of 


erery ſource" of power which is within us; 


whilſt an application to foreign aids too for- 


- <iblyproved a decay in but own vital principle. 
Nothing, therefore, could be better Judged, 


in ſuch eirdumſtances than to re-unite* to the 


ſtate ſuch à numerous body of faithful ſab- 
Jiects, who were willing = gi ve every aſſiſt- 


-ance in theit power to the public cauſe, and 


to ſpend their lives and fortunes/in defence of 
their king and country. The Roman Catho- 
tics re ſaw with reluctant ſhame and 


CA FLY , 5 _ indignation, 


EF * 


indignation, the mercenary arms of foreigners 


employed in defence of that conſtitution for 


which they were ready to die; and their hearts 


glowed with zeal to. ſupport their ſinking 


country; animated by theſe noble feelings, 
they preſumed, lite E/ther, notwithſtanding 
their danger from the laws, to approach the 
throne, and preſented a loyal and affectionate 
addreſs to the King; in it they gently regret- 
ted their unhappy ſituation, which hindered 


them from being employed in his ſervice, and 


modeſtly made offer of their purſes and per- 

ſons to Fiipport his Majeſty and tbejt country, 
whenever it ſhall pleaſe the legiſlature to em- 
ploy them. Our gracious Sovereign, with 
that gentleneſs and condeſcenſion which is 
the peculiar ornament of his character, re- 
ceived them in' ame and held out the golden 


ſceptre, Encouraged 05 this goadneſs, they 


applied to Parliament for ſome mitigation of 


their hardſhips. The Partiamciit heard the 


propoſal with pleaſure; the laws againft them 
wete conſidered; and, in that Supreme Judi- 
catute of the nation, were publicly declared 


to be a diſ e, to tlie Jand Mconfiflent with the 


principles of og ovine repugnant to found poli- 
- Cy as well as to humanity, an diftated by a cruel, 


and even a oe folicy. Not a'fin gle voice Y 
was heard to conttadict this judgment. The 
characters and conduct of the Roman Catho- | 


lics were, alſo conſidered, and in that auguſt 
Aſſembly, with the ſame unanimity, they 
were declared to be amiable and worthy citizens, 
who datly-exerciſe the mofti voluntary and moſt. ge- 
_ herous afts * charity and humanity OY their 
| 10 ellow- 
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fellow-ſubjedts, and whoſe aftions hath eft be- 
wok ah jk both of good citizens and Es chriſ- 
4 hid was alfo further 451 bond thetr 


3 + 3 vw 


1 7 ty ; 1 he .and that Miey 1% ae wWil- 
ng to ſerve tus Maje 25 to the ut 55 1 their 


| 7275 of their ps ol, to the Kin nl to 971 


Ken 15 * oel heir bi of fuch 5 75 


granted ; 95 15 Ws. they moſt complained 
Were. repealed : and 1 ſo much as one di 
e voice appeared to oppole 1 it. 


| il none, ** Neu 791 ition Was EE} 


bs The nation, 4+ ble of the ha con- 
| 4 ſequences of 223 ep and glad 9p 155 ſo 
many of its ſeparated. members re- united 
again to the dy, che on the occaſion; 
and, except a few peeviſh reflections that ap- 
peared in {ome of the public prints, dictated 
dy illiberal Leen nothing. was to be es 
. but Exprel {lions of congratulation and a 
| » bation. Even in the ' General Afembly 
the Church of Scotland, hen a ollen Bi 
made to remonſtrate againſt the repeal, it was 
rejected by a great majority of above a hun- 
ed n, * during the, Ae many 


We eee pager, ging e of wha 


a this ocaHj.n. e nem 
„ e. : | 0 | of 
| $22 PIE #5. 7 | 
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of the moſt diſtinguiſhed members of that 
venerable body ſpoke in favour of I 52 
peal, and with high approbation of Xt 


was then going on in Parliament. 80 

we may fay with truth, that the great body 

of both nations were convinced of the pro- 
iety of the ' meaſure, * rejoiged at the ; 
appy effect rs expected from it. 

But "AY more Britain rejaiced at thy hap 
event, the more France was confgun 
Political France! whoſe eyes are always open 
to her own intereſt, well ſaw the fatal ten- 
dency of ſuch a ſtep ta her;: No ſygner was 
it wx there that the act was paſſed in fa- 
vour of the Roman Catholics, than an uni- 

verſal damp was ſeen. on every countenance, 
and the general cry was: 4 Voila den cens 
mille hommes armiez contre 8 See Fo 
hundred thouſand men armed; agarnft us FF | They 
lamented to think that their Iriſh brigsdes 1 
no fall to the ground; and that ey coal = 
no longer expect to be 2 by a ; 
affected party among ourſelves, in caſa it 
ſhould invade us; and to ſhew to What 
length they carried their regret, the ſtudents 
of the Engliſn college at ay Wanted to 
N public thanks ta God, in their chureb, 

r the happy event; but they dutſi not de 
it. Of . Jam informed by gentlemen 
of the utmoſt | veracity, Who were in Franoe 
at the time, and were eye and ear - witneſſes 

of what paſſed. Theſe unqueſtionahle facts "i 

ſhew, beyond ru nd pony of the 
| 5 i ſteptal. 


5 7 8 ) | 
rope, nd the n that may be ex- 
pected from it to this country; the general 
voice of the nation atteſts it, and our na- 

tural enemies themſelves, with ſorrow, ac- 
knowledge it. The Roman Catholics in 
England and Ireland, where the repeal has 
e taken place, bave not been wanting in 
their dutiful correſpondence; they have given 

very proof required of their attachment to 


"ae king and country; and, in the (moſt 


ſacred and ſolemn manner, purged themſelves 
and their religion of thoſe execrable tenets, 
which had been ſo frequently, ag _ | 
unjuſtly, 890 to their "charge, ar 


Now, G, in this: poſture 5 OY what 
are the effects which may naturally be ex- 
pected from your pamphlet? A very light in- 
Tpedtion ſuffices to ſhew, that the natural 
tendency of what you there affirm is to coun- 


teract the deſigns of government, and to diſ- 


appoint the expectations of the nation; to 


v pPrevent the ſo much deſired union of all par- 


ties in the common cauſe of our country; to 


„ vviden the breach which has ſo long unhappily 
gſubſiſted between the fellow- ſubjects of theſe 


realms, and render it incurable; to excite in 


the minds of the people the maſt unjuſt, but 


_— diſmal apprehenſſons, jealouſies, and ſuſpi- 


cions, and by theſe means to pave the way to 


ſedition and civil broils: A heavy accuſation 
indeed] It is ſo; but I beg E nat to miſtake 


me; I do not ſay that you in or even 


em 1 to ſuch fra pence; leave that 


to 


5 0 SP 
Fey to Sim who judges the ſecrets of hearts; but 
1 ſay, that what you have publiſhed to the 
world naturally tends to produce them. The 
reaſon. i is plain: The Roman Catholics have 
given, and are ſtill ready to give the moſt con- 
yincing proofs that can be deſired, of their 
attachment to their king and country ; they 
have, in the moſt ſolemn manner, in the name 
of the great God that made them, renounced, 
with abhorrence, thoſe impious tenets which 
haye been laid to their charge : yet the very 
theme you undertake to prove in the face of 
the. world, and in which you frequently exult, 
and repeat 'with complacency, as if clearly 
proved againſt them, is, that notwithſtanding 
the moſt ſolemn privy: they have taken, yet 
they are authorized by the very principles of 
their religion, 10 * faith with thoſe of a 
different communion, to lie, to betray, and even 
o murder too, when the intereft of their church 
requires it ; That is jo ſay, that, notwith- © © 
ſtanding all the EN they haye given, or al 
_ - poſſibly can give, of their ſincerity, they are 
not to be truſted; they are a ſet of ecke. 2 
rous wretches, who only wait the opportu- 
nity, till they can do it with impunity, and 
then will be ready to cut the throats of all 
their Proteſtant brethren. This, Sir; ,=this is 
the plain language of your pamphlet; this is 
the odiops light in which you hold out tbje 
Roman Catholics to the 97 77 but whether 
ig: ;confiſtent with conſcience of honour, . 
with the prig w 0 of chriſtianity, « or the com- 
mon HAAS of humanity, I ſhalF leave to the 
Judgment « of the 8 world to determine. 
| | Let 


* 8 | | 
| (- 1p 


Let us now ſuppoſe, that what you affirm. . 
of the Roman Catholics ſhould gain credit, 
and that the nation ſhould look upon them in 
the ſame odious light in which you repreſent 
them z in this caſe, it is evident, that all the 
above confequences, with which I have charg- 
ed your, pamphlet, would neceſſarily follow ; 

and perhaps others too of a more diſmal na- 
ture for our poor country, the very thought 
of which makes me. ſhudder. It is true, in- 
| deed, there is no great likelihood that any 
thing you haye ſaid will make the leaſt im- 
e the mind of any thinking perſon, 

ut caflly may it excite the' paſſions of the 
ignorant; eaſily 20 it inflame the minds of 
| - the populace, and fill them with alarming jea- 
louſies and fears; and what may be the conſe- 

*  guences of ſuch diſpoſitions, if puſhed to a 

certain. pitch, the fatal experience of this poor 
country, in former ages, can beſt declare. 


It will, no doubt, be replied to all this — 
WF That if the Roman Catholies be ſuch wretches 
as you repreſent them; if they hold thoſe te- 
= nets,.1ſo pernicious to ſociety, with which you 
 cbarge.them, they deſerve to be expoſed to 
tze world; or to uſe your own words in your 

letter to me of the 5th September laſt, If 
it be true that the Church of Rome teaches 


hat vou own to be a dame tenet, ! 

think it of importance to religion to fix that 
© _ _ * doctrine upon her, both to warn her un- 
happy members to come out of her imme- 
* \diately, and to prevent her, as much as I 
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« can, from faſcinating the world any longer: 
6 — This is a time when I think a check 
1. . to be given to Popery; and if I am 
not deceived 4 ſome very good judges, 
« what I have to ſhow is deciſive in the cauſe. 

« —Indeet, Sir, ſhould we be filent on this 
® occaſion; when the encouragement given by 
„Parliament is likely to embolden genflemen | 
Hof your perſuaſion, it is more than probable. 

10 you would be the firſt to reproach us, &c. 


It is lucky for the Roman Catholics, that 
the Parliaments of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Fs General Aſſembly of the Church of Scot- 
and, and the nkfl6n in general, have more 
huthane, and more chtiſtian diſpoſitions to- 
Wards chem than thoſe you here diſcover. 
And it is no leſs honourable for them, that 
their tenets hade been declared harmliſß in the 
Parliament itſelf, and not in the leaſt contrary 
to the quiet and tratquillity of the ſtate, without 
one ſingle voice in either Houſe to gainfay it. 
The equitable part of mankind will readily 
allow, that this declaration, joined to the ſo—-— 
lemn renunciation upon oath, which the Ca- 
tholics in England lia ve already made, of the 
impious tenets fälſely laid to their charge, 
and which thoſt in this country are ready to 
make whenever it is requited of them, is ful- 
I ſufficient to convince the world of their 


innocence ; abd it will even ſeem a very odd 4 


wvitlertaking, td attempt to fix theſe imp 

tenets upon them, whether they will or not, 

"af in tte or ſuch Enos: io o the contrary”; 
1097 ee 
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or to pretend to prove, that their ehurch 
teaches them, and yet that the great bulk of 
her members know nothing about them, How- 
ever, as you yourſelf, and the good judges 
vou mention, are ſo very confident of your 
cauſe as to think, that what you have pub- 
liſhed is deciſive in this matter againſt the 
Catholics,. I ſhall here give it an examination, 
and only beg the impartial public to have a 
little patience before they pronounce ſentence, 
and to ſhew the Roman Catbolics, at leaſt, 
that degree of chriſtian charity which is not 
denied to the moſt infamous criminal, of giv- 
ing them a ſhort hearing, before they condemn 
them: 1 hope, at hy hg time, that it will 
not be deemed an offence in me to appear 
in this cauſe, wherein, not only the character 
of the moſt numerous Chriſtian Church in 
the world is at ſtake, but the peace and tran- 
quillity of the nation, and the honour of the 
Britiſh Parljamept ſeems, in ſome degree, con- 
SD. IT x; 33 | 


Your pamphlet, Reverend Sir, like the o- 


D thers you have already publiſhed againſt the 


Roman Catholics, is a confuſed medley of dif- 


ſerent and. diſparate. things, huddled together 
without giſtinction, and interfperſed with bold 


aſſertions, unconnected conſequences, and re- 


43 peated boaſtings of victory. This manner of 


know where, and almoſt perſuades them that 


writing is exceeding fayourable to a bad cauſe; 
becauſe it confuſes the minds of ordinary rea- 
ders, hinders, them from ſeeing, the ſophiſti 

of the reaſoning, hurries them on, they dont 


you 


\ 


— 


( 13 ) 
you have reaſon, becauſe you ſo frequently, 
and with ſuch confidence, affirm it. It is 
therefore neceſſary to unravel this confuſion, 
and to examine its different parts ſeparately, 
that the reader may have a clear idea of every 


article, and be conducted through the whole © ; 


with light and preciſion. I ſhall, therefore, 
divide what I have to ſay into ſeparate ſecti- 


ons, and conſider apart the ſeveral branches 


5 what TP gs 1 


Sie T. * 7 bur falſe Brahmin examined. 


It is bat a 4 diſagreeable taſk a a pela of 
| any liberal ſentiments to be obliged to expoſe 


the weakneſſes of his neighbour; and were 1 


the inſtauces of your falſe reaſoning on 


weakneſſes, I ſhould willingly ſpare myſelf 4 


the painful labour; but, alas]! Reverend Sir, 
they are commonly fraught with ſuch malig- 
Y - nancy and have ſo direct a tendency to exaſ- 
— 'the Kur; of yaur readers againſt: the 
Penn 
to expoſe them. IE 07 
| 185 rea o 5 nee 400 


x] Thelfit-inftantithat a in ptb⸗ 


oof ing ydur theme, which E lay down in 


theſe words: p. 3, What poſe to prove 


„ ig at by the * Popes, &. 
it is awful, on ſome: occaſions; tb break 


„ faith, eſpecially with heretics and conſe- 


e quently, to lie, betray, and everromurder too, 


* eee the intereſt of the Church re- 
- vY. cc * quires 


— 


it is ah 80 utmoſt; PET INES | 


impious doctrine. 


Fi 


(0 14 ) 
« quites it,” Now, tell me, Sir, on what 


grounds;do you add theſe laſt words, even 10 
murder 7602 The whole . your daf, | 


_ Phlet is to prove, that Roman Cat en 

it laßeful to break faith with heretics. all you 
alledge tends conſtantly to this point; you 
don't pretend to bring one Ff ipt, or Di- 
vine, or Council, that holds it la wal to mur - 
ger. Let us then 31 uppoſe, bi ha had 
proved upon them that they hald it lawfpl 


to break faith with heretics ; nay, let us 


even ſuppoſe, that e openly, avow that 

it follow, as a con- 
ſequence from this, that they alſo hold it 
lawful io murder? Tore l is excred- 
ing criminal, but % murder is much more 
fo; more ſhocking to chumanity, more perni- 
ciaus tocſociety: Is this reaſon, then, to af- 


| Aire, that;! becauſe: one is guilty. the 92 
mer, abe mit be, 


ty of the latter a 


A late celebrated 
-AS: ſormica tion and adultery 
weiin their zoon natures; no ſin: Woud 


you eri from this;!1t tbe alſaſheld:perjuty, 
and robbery, and murder, toi be » 


When, therefore, you propoſe to prove, that 


3 Raman zCatbolicy:chaldr; of afl t break 
«fanth;ovithe/horetiog9; uo What: grounds do 

youtalayacdnſaatnce ofetbat.g ae that 
Us -they dt awful gwen; to murder too? A 


more falſe way: of, reaching, ſuto,.cauld not 


he ovſtd;.nor a more! malignant becauſe it 
bolds aut innocent people in the ee 
| Jight119s monſters. of nature, and-peſts of fo- 


* 211 £8) * ciety. 


at. author pub eg. 


("ts /) 
ciety. | 1 leave it to 5 8 own. conſeierice to 
make the app ication.. 1 | 


2. Tn the ſame: you cha your 


6 wonder gif 8 ent 5 that the author 
of the Detection of Dt. Campbells ſermon 
„ ſhauld ſo poſſtively aſſert (Detect. p. 44) 
tha ar thiks 5 is not one approved; Nivine" of 
„the Nomi Comtaönjon, who" approves, 
Oo or even i/enuates the damnable tenet a- 
7 „ boye-mentioned, 3 th it is  acknowledg- 
ed, (Detect. p. 44) that *Catdipal * 
* Dink defen od the ee 0 
0 By Tibet 
«wht * tries the *extermunation;” and, b 


© Con Ne che Peach of Fajth with ef. 
ns rf the Gabon alluded to be ge- 


15 -Huine, | 4 Athe 30 _ 5 5 9. Detection) 
4 feel e gelen 85 that it 
OG 1 5 \ fixes 0 Mars. e oF r eaking 
Wk Rag I. 0 1 week e ie" Onch 51 

975 genuine ar. not, ſince 
273 1 B 9250 though ger it clear- 

&"'} tows that Keg Vin jinenice lived that 
Ba. 9500 den Wi Pe it le, de Sir, that 
" Eonfeguenite' is not 0 clear, n6 


Acribed very ſevere; and; in»fome® caſes; 


tal Puntmments gat hit" che hergrier g thoſe . 
1 uthih be» af their t tanets, | 


ae their! inconſiſt With the bhtranquillity 


of the flate, both uf cheb ry, ann practice a 
we ſhall ſee afterwards. About af Hündted 


years £ 


rth Council 2 Ned 


ea | 


..your too confident. en that it is 10 | 
The FACS laws.,.45 fell as the cixi laws, of 
the different Ohriſtian kin dms, , had — 


15 


| 1 . - "chit e the Council, 


ears. and. more after. the fourth” council of 


teran, a Canon appears in the World, ſaid 
to be of that council, which exhorts 8 ſoli- 


city of n Canon is e 55 in 


that! 


Toy preg to gran 7 5 81 = 
armine ha 


5 Puh ch 18 Ter vs 0 Vir 
the 2 55 Joneral Fe om by: 


Pa of; the Church, of 
ſtead of behaving wi 19895 


* 80 JA 25 liberalty of wage „Which 
ee ee 


of Laterdn, is i conceive: 
Mr. er,? dur Engliſh Proteſtant — 2 


that it neven appeared as ſogh g till a; 
0 e u, 
e for word, in pn ot E 


This much. ien Ihot the 
_ exterm inatin ou 

ee * Her. Wan inn al 'cofnfiituton 6fthe 
Frederick, 3 therefore have been 4 awvil;-law 


2 - Go © Libs. 
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. e h. 160}, Iro os kf they 
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they ſhowed in rejecting the motion for 
oling the repeal of the ras laws, had, on 
the contraty, remonſtrated againſt the repeal, 
and ſolicited the Parliament to extirpate the 
© Roman Catholics entirely out of the realm,--- 
would it have been a clear conſequence from 
their doing this, that therefore they hold. jt 
lawful to break faith with Papiſts? But ſee, 
you? Sir, how much. your zeal has here be- 
rayed you! If you think you prove that Ro- 
man Catholics hold it lawful to break faith, 
vou affirm it as a lene of this, that 
they hold it lawful to murder too; and if a'Ro- 


mart Cathotic appears to you to approve the 


putting the laws in execution againſt heretics, 
it follows, with equal Serbe 

you, that he holds it lawful to break faith with 
them. Some people would, probably, look 
| pon this as N and nonfenſe, inſtead 
of argument, and perhaps would ſuſpect, that 
the author of fuch ſophiſtry was actuated by 
other motives than a regard for truth, 

IP f But in examining this laſt article about 
Bellarmine, I am, ſorry I muſt go a ſtep far- 
ther, and obſerve, that, in order to ſupport 
your irrational conſequence, you have advan- 
ced two affertions, which, in the common lan- 
guage of mankind, would be termed. fa/ſehoods. 
irſt, you affirm, © that the author of the 
Detection (p. 44.) acknowledges, that Bellar- 
mine defends the authenticity of the Canon 
Jof the fourth council of Lateran.” Yet I. 
defy you to ſhew this in all the Detection; in- 
dieed, in the place 1 you refer to (p. 43.) 
7 | it 


„according to 


8 13 
it is ſaid, that This Canon, as alſo another, al- 
liedged do be of the council of Conſtance, are re- 

Jetted by all Catholics as ſpurious, except Bellar- 
mine, and ſome few Popiſh ſchoolmen, who were 
zmpoſed upon by that of Lateran; but their opi- 
nion thereupon are untverſally condemned. Now 
Sir, there is a wide difference between 10 
rejeing it and defending it, as every man 
that has eyes muſt ſee. Secondly, you af- 
firm, in the ſame p. 3. that © If the Ca- 
* non alluded to be genuine, the author of 

the Detection ſeems to acknowledge, that it 
* « fauffictently fixes the charge 9 hs 04 faith 
„ with heretics upon the Church of Rome.” 
Now, Sir, I make bold to affirm that there 
is no ſuch acknowledgment, nor appearance 
of ſuch-acknowledgment in the. whole De- 


tection; and from what I have ſhewn aboye* 


(No. 29) the man would render himſelf ridi- 
culeus who ſhould pretend to draw ſuch a 


1 conſequence from that Canon, even though 


it were allowed to be genuine ®, Theſe 


obſervations will direct the impartial reader 


- what judgment to form of the following 


iconical, fſelf-conceited, and unmanly boaſt, 


with which you conclude this ſubject: I, in 
the mean time, following ſo reſpectable an 
% example as the Appendix-writer, will, with- 


13 out heſitation ſay, that Cardinal Bellarmine 


Some few rewaining:copies of the Detechim are in the 
hands of Mr. Elliot, bookſeller; to be diſpoſed of at very 


©. near one third of the original price; that any body who chuſes 


. may ſatisfy himſelf as to this point, 2 


R rd. ao. mind ride ae oo. 
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js a capital author, and approved divine of 
« the Romiſh Church; and being introduced by 
« you as a defender of the proſcribed Canon of 
* Lua and conſequently of the lawfulneſs 
of breaking faith with heretics, you are; 
therefore, ſelf- convicted: and fo I might 
+ here cry, {o triumphe | and fairly claim the 
cc victory.“ | - | ; +. : 


4. Another inſtance of your falſe reaſon- 
ing, which juſtly deſerves a worſe epithet, as 
it contains a wreſting of the word of God, is 
found in pages 15. and 16. where, after af- 
firming that St. Thomas of Aguin held the 
lawfulneſs of putting men to death for he- 
reſy, you add, p. 15. Now this tenet is as 
- ® contrary both to the precept and example 
* of Chriſt, and conſequently is as damnable 
and impious as the other,” viz. that of 
breaking faith with them: © It is repugnant 
to Chriſt's precept, becauſe he forbade to 
root up the fares; and it is repugnant to 
his example, becauſe he refuſed to bring 
* down fire from heaven upon the Samari- 
„tans.“ I am afraid, good Sir, that you are 
not aware of the conſequences of what you 
here ſo boldly advance, and of the mortal 
ſtab you give to the laws of your own coun- 
try: for why were our ſevere penal laws made 
- againſt Papiſts? Why are Papiſts ſubjected by 
them to baniſhments, forfeitures, inabilities, 
fines, and death itſelf, but merely for be- 
lieving thoſe tenets which Proteſtants think 
erroneous ? If therefore it be dammable” and 


improus, as you pretend, to put men to dean 


C2 for 


020 
for hereſy, or erroneous opinions, what judg- 
ment muſt you form theſe laws? You 
ſurely muſt condemn them as damnable and 
impious laws, and thoſe who made them as 
guilty of a damnable and impious ſin; and thoſe 
who put them in execution as involved in 
the —— crime, If you reply to this, that 
theſe penal laws were made againſt Papiſts, 
not for their mere opinions, but for their 
bad practices; pleaſe to conſult the laws them- 
ſelves, and you will ſee the contrary; conſult 
the teft or formula, which they are required 
to take; in order to be delivered from all 
- theſe penalties, and you will find it contains - 
nothing but a renunciation of thoſe opinions, 
which are the diſtinctive doQrines of the 
Church of Rome; and which the teſt requires 
to be denied, diſowned, and diſclaimed, as con- 
tram to, and imconſiſtent with the written: word 
of God. But let us rather draw a veil over 
this. ſubject, and take a view of the reaſons 
you bring to prove, that it is damnable and 
Ws * impipus to put men to death for erroneous 
3 , pinions. Your firſt reaſon is becauſe. Chri/t 
_ 1 up the tares;, and when you 
make Papiſts reply, that © our bleſſed Lord | 
forbade the rooting up of the tares, that is, as 
vou fay, putting heretics to death, only for | 
fear of deſtroying the good ſeed, or children 
of the kingdom,” you anſwer, © That heretics 
« were as diſtinct and ſeparate. from ſound 
', © Chriſtians in our Saviour's time as they are 
now, &c.---Now, Sir, permit me to aſk 
you. one queſtion here: By what authority do 
| you take upon you to explain the word 2 
. ; „„ * 1 = O 
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of heretics? Does the word of God give it this 
explanation? No ſuch thing. Does our bleſſed 
Lord explain it in this ſenſe? By no means. 
Nay your explication is an evident wreſting 
of the word of God, and of the interpretation 
which Jeſus Chriſt A? gives of this pa- 
rable; for he expreſsly ſays, Matt. xii. 38. 
« The field if the world; = good ſeed dre the 
* children of the kingdom; but Ge Pra are the 
children of the wicked ane: where it is evi- mn 
dent, that by 7ares qur Saviour means all 14 
wicked men, without exception, whatever 
their crimes be; all thoſe, as he afterwards ex- 
Plains it, ver. 41. that offend, and them which do. 
migutty, and who ſhall be caſt at the laſt day 
mio a furnace 70 Are, ver. 42 Will you now 
affirm, that this text proves it to be a dam- 
nable ſin to puniſh heretics with death? But 
| 2 equally proves it to be a damnable fin. to 
niſh with death any criminal whatever : 
And thus you ſee, that in order to bring an 
odium upon the Raman Catholics, you are 
forced either to wreſt the Scriptures, contrary. ,» i 
to the expreſs interpretation of Jeſus Chriſt, 
or to accuſe all laws, lawgivers, ſtates and 
judges of a damnable i impiety whenever they. © 
condemn any criminal capitally! The ſecond * 4 
reaſon you bring to prove, that it is damnable 
and impious to. puniſh hereties with death, is 
as little to the purpoſe as the former: It is 
* repugnant, yon ſay, to the example f 
* Chrift, becauſe he eaſes to bring down fire 
7 from heaven, upon the Samaritans,” P. 16. 
And a little after, you tell us, that he refuſed 
this, * becaufe een for mere og 
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e is contrary to the deſign and genius of his 
religion. Now tell me, Sir, was it for 
mere principles or opinions that theſe two 
apoſtles deſired leave to call down fire from 
heaven upon the Samaritans ? Is there one 
ſingle word about their principles or opinions 
in all that paſſage?, No ſuch thing. The ac- 
count the Scripture gives is this: And 11 
came to paſs, when the time was come that he 
Should be received up, he fleadfaſtly ſet his heart 
to go to Jeruſalem, And ſent meſſengers before 
tus face; and they went and entered into a 
village of the Samaritans to make ready for him. 
And they did not recerve hum, becauſe his face 
was as though he would go to Jeruſalem. And 
— when has 2 James and John ſau this, 
| they aid, Lord, wilt thou that we command fire 
to rome down from heaven, and conſume them ? 
But he turned and rebuked them, and ſaid, 
Ye know not what manner of Spirit ye are of: 
For the Son of man is not come to deſtroy 
ment lrves, but to fave them,” Luke ix. 51. 
&c. Here the goſpel* declares, ' that the 
crime of the Samaritans was a ſin of action, 
or rather of omiſſion, but by no means of opi- 
nion; it was a refuſing to. receive Chriſt 
into their village, when they ſaw bim bent 
upon going up to Jeruſalem, . and conſe- 
= quently your argument, when put in its pro- 
per form runs thus: The Samaritans did 
not receive Jeſus, Chriſt into their, village, 
= becauſe his face was as though he would go 1 
= to Jeruſalem; the two Apoſtles took this 
much amiſs, and ſought. to bring down fire 
from heaven to deſtroy them for __ | ; 
| | | | | 3 vility; 


( 
f 
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vility; our Saviour rebuked them for uch 
ſeverity, it being contrary to his ſpirit, and to 


juſtice, to puniſh ſo ſmall a fault with ſo 


great a puniſhment, and becauſe he was not 
come to deſtroy mens lives, but to lay down 
his own to ſave them. From all which facts 
you draw this judicious concluſion, That it is 
repugnant to this example of Chriſt, and 
conſequently damnable and impious to hold it 
lawful to put men to death for erroneous opi- 
nions, or hereſy | Is this, Sir, reaſoning either 
like a divine or a philoſopher ? Would not a 
ſchool-boy be aſhamed of ſuch an argument? 
What then muſt every man of common ſenſe 
think of your vain-glorious boaſting of having 
fixed your foul accuſation upon the Roman 


Catholics by ſuch ſophiſtry? Other examples 


of your fatfe reaſoning I ſhall have occaſion 
to take notice of as we go along—In the mean 
time, I proceed to examine, | 


Sr.cT, II. The Druines you make uſe of, to prove. | 


our point, and heir authority. | 


By the way. yon introduce theſe writers, 
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and the high encomiums you give them, oge | 


would be apt to think that they. are really 
{uch as you repreſent them, men of note and 
character, approved divines, and. of great 
weight among-Reman Catholics : But if any. 
one ſhould with to'knaw your authority for 
giving them ſuch commendations, I am afraid 

vou would find it a puzzling affair. te: ſatisfy 
him. Tou might ſay indeed, if you choſe to, 
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ſpeak the truth, that it is for the iatereſt of 


. your cauſe to ſet them out as great men, and 


puff away in their praiſes; that the bulk of 
your readers will take it for granted they are 
ſo, becauſe you ſo confidently affirm it; that 
few-or none have the opportunity, or will take 


the trouble to examine whether they are ſo or 


* # * 


— 


not, and the like; but as nothing of this kind 
will ſatisfy the ſincere enquirers after truth, 
I muſt take the liberty to put this diſagrecable 
a to you, and to inſiſt on 2 plain and 


Alec anſwer to it Upon what grounds do 
you propoſe thoſe authors whoſe teſtimonies 


you adduce in proof of your flanderous accu- 
fation of the Roman Catholics, as. approved 


= divines of weight and authority among them? 
lin you think fit to fatisfy the world as to this 


point, I ſhall tell you what I know about them, 
and examine them one by One. 4 


r. The firſt teſtimony you produce, is the 


= indulgence from Pope Clement VI. granted in a 

> letter to the King and Queen of France, which 
& 18 publiſhed in Latin by Dacherius, a Benedic- 
tine Monk, in his Spreilegium. That Dagherius 
publiſhed ſuch a letter I readily allow; but do 


you really in your conſcience believe, that 
that letter is a proof int the Roman Ca- 
tholics of what you lay to their charge? If 


vou do, it, is a melancholy. proof of your 


ardent - proponlify to believe and propagate 
every thing it 1 


ing that is bad upon that injured 
ple. e caſe is this; Dacherius lived 


| 9 the middle of the laſt 1 iage he and 


being a man of learning and curioſity, he took 
W 


025) 


a pleaſure in examining great collections of 
old manuſcript papers, which he found in the 
libraries of France, and eſpecially in thoſe 
of the different monaſteries of his order; 
and as there were many curious things among 


them, he took a reſolution to publiſh them, 


under the title of Sicilegium, or collection of 
old writings, &. Among others, he finds this 


| ſuppoſed letter of Clement VI. and publiſhes 
it with the reſt. as he found it. His Spicr/egrum 


was publiſhed in the year 1661 *, and the let- 
ter is dated in the year 1351, that is three 
hundred years before it was ever heard of in 


the world. Now it is to be obſerved, that 


there is not the leaſt mention of ſuch a letter, 


or ſuch an indu ence, in any contemporarx 4 


writer that gver I could hear of; there is no 
word of it in the hiſtories of the times, nor in 
the lives of John King of France, or of Cle- 
ment VI. Even Fleury himſelf, who omits no 


opportunity of expoſing the foibles of every E 1 
ope in his eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, and who is 
very ſevere upon this very Clement VI. himſelf, 


when he mentions ſeveral privileges granted 


by him to John King of France, refers to his 


other letters publiſhed alſo by Dacherius in his 
Spicriſegium, but ſays not one ſingle word of thisf, 


which is a ſure proof that he did not thin 


it authentic; nor a ſufficient ground on which 


But you are pleaſed (p. 6. at the bottom) to date the 
publication of it in the year 1461, that is two hundred years 


| before the time, and about one hundred and fifty-years before 
the publiſher was born, which was in the year 160g. * 
+ See Fleury Eccl. Hiſt. at the year 1351, and 1352. 
| 5 to 
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to expoſe this Pope; otherwiſe he would never 
have omitted ſo large a field for cenſure, con- 
Aidering his own diſpoſition and the times in 
which he lived: And what is ſtill more, even 
Dacherius himſelf, who gives very judicious | 
and learned obſervations, in his prefaces, upon 
the other pieces he publiſhes and their authen- 
_ ticity, ſays not one word of this letter: he 
gives it as he got it, but whether an original 
or a copy, whether it had any mark of authen- 
ticity or not, he ſays nothing, and only tells in 
the contents of that volume, that it was found 
in ſuch a monaſtery. Here then we have a 


letter unknown and unheard of, till three 


hundred years after the date it bears, and then 


apparently difregarded even by the -publiſher 


hbimſelf, no weight nor ſtreſs laid upon it, and 
not even taken notice of by any other hiſto- 
rian fince its publication; and is this ſpurious 
and contemptible letter to be regarded as a 
convincing proof fatheient to fix an impious 


and wicked tenet upon the whole Roman Ca- 
=  tholic Church ? A tenet which ſhe univerſally 


rejects, abhors, and condemns! For ſhame ! for 
ſhame! Good Sir, how can you as a Chriſtian 
admit ſuch a proof as this for ſb horrid a ca- 
lumny, or juſtify yourſelf to your conſcience in 
propagating ſuch a ſlander againft your neigh- 


bour on ſuch grounds? How can you, as a 


= 


| 8 of honour, put your name to 
uch illiberal ſtuff as this is? That the ano- 


„ nymous author of the ſcurrilous Catechiſm 
publiſhed at Dumfries ſhould do ſo, I am not 
_ ſurpriſed, but he takes care, by concealing his 
name, to cover himſelf from the odium of it, at 


leaſt 


| E 
leaſt in the eyes of the world; but that a 
entleman of your character and profeſſion 
ſhould act in ſuch a manner, and ſet his name 
to it in the face of the world, and even glory 
in ſuch a proof, is indeed an amazing, but 
convincing proof how far enmity and hatred 
will blind even good men, and hurry them on 
to the moſt extravagant conduct! Pardon me, 


* 
> 


Reverend Sir, for this reflection; it is on 


good grounds I make it; for in your letter to 
me, dated on Michaelmas day laſt, you ac- 


| knowledge, in expreſs terms, that you ware an 


enemy to my religion, 


2. The next teſtimony youbring is Siman- 


ca, whom you affirm, p. 9. to be a Doctor, 


an eminent Divine, and Caſuiſt of the Romi 


Church; you bring him in again with the 


others you cite, p. 17. as. an approved - Divine 
of the Romiſh Communion ; and, on every other 
occaſion, you ſpeak of him as a perſon 
above exception among Roman Cache 

and whoſe evidence is deciſive and undenia- 
ble in your favour, . Now, Sir, with your 


good leave, I make bold to affirm, that all 


this is downright falſchood, and a ſhameful 


impoſition upon the public: I was, indeed, 
a good_deal ſurpriſed at' firſt, on ſeeing the 
high titles and encomiums you give him; 
for I could never imagine you would fo far 
_ expoſe yourſelf as to write in ſuch a ſtrain 
of a perſon of no reputation nor character; 
and, on the other hand, I thought it very 


old, that if he "was ae as. you rornmnen - 


| him, 


olics, _* | * 


him, 5 1* ſhould neyer haye heard about 
him; for I declare, on the word of a gen- 


„ 


eman, that, till 1 read your letter, I ne- 
ver heard of his name: I therefore wanted 


to know for certain what he was, and, 


with this view, I conſulted Avocat's Hiſto- 


rical Niftionary, which * an account of 


all the celebrated Biſhops, Cardinals, Di- 
vines, Lawyers, Phyſicians, &c, who have 
ever made any figure in the. world ; but, to 
my great diſappointment, there was not a 
fingle word of S:manca there. I then con- 
ſulted Dupin's Brbliothegue Eccleftaſtigue, which 


conſiſts of ſixteen volumes in quarto, and 


contains a hiſtory - of all the eccleſiaſtical 


© Writers the author could poſſibly PM 


count of in gvery age, and of thejr Works; 
but I came no better ſpeed ; your great Door 


Sana was not thought worthy, by Du- 
pin, of being fo. much as named by him. 1 
next examined Bellarmine, in his work upon 


the ſame ſubject ; byt all to no purpoſe, Si- 


- manca could not be found: At laſt, how- 
5 1 in the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory of Nata- 


is Alexander, in a liſt. which he gives of 
the Lawyers who lived in the ſixteenth cen- 
tury; I found the man; and am there in- 


formed, that he wag called Simanca from a 


little town in Spain, where he was born; 


that he was profeſſor of civil and canon law 


in Salamanca, and afterwards à judge in 
Valladolid; that he wrote ſeveral things up- 
on jutiſprudence, and, among others, his 


Catholic Inflitutions; * Hence, it appears, 


Reverend 


* 
— 
Fed i 
- 
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Reverend Sir, that your great Doftor, your 
eminent Divine, your Caſuiſt of the Romijh 
Church, turns out to be no other than a 
poor + Spaniſh Lawyer, a man of no note, 
no character, no reputation, his name ſcarce 
known among Roman Catholics, and fo 
far from deſerving the high encomiutns 
and titles you give him, that the moſt ce- 
lebrated biographers of famous men don't 
think him deſerving even to be mentioned 
in their works; and ſo far is he from being 
an eminent Divine, that he is not a Divine 
at all, but an obſcure Spaniſh pettifogger, 
who publiſhes his Inſtitutions on a 
branches of the law, perhaps to make a 
nny by it, and gives it the pompous name 
* Cotati: Inflitutions, like many NG au- 
thors, now-a-days, who give their ſilly pro- 
ductions a grand frontiſpiece, to make them 


paſs with a better grace. And is this the | 


grand evidence you bring againſt the Ro- 


man Catholics ? Is it upon ſuch a teftimo- 


ny as this that they are to 'be condemned ? 
—but I ſhall ſpare you the pain of puſhing 
| ſuch reflections as might naturally be made 
here, and only obſerve, that were it not 
for the virulence you every where expreſs 
againſt the Roman Catholics, which has all 


the appearance of being from the heart, one 


might be apt to ſuſpect, that you are a ſe- 
cret friend of theirs ; for, ſurely, nothing 
could be more for their | honour than the 
way you attack. them, as it ſhows, beyond 
reply, how little you, can prove againft 


then, 


7 „ 
them, when you have recourſe to ſuch teſti- 
monies; and, in order to give theſe teſti- 
monies ſome appearance of weight, are forced 
to repreſent them to the world in a light fo 


r to truth. 


Your next EF OY Doctor STIR 


Coors whom you ſtile au eminent 2.95 
en of the Canon in the untverſity 0 

"Tit, p. 8. and Marius Salomonius, cited by 
your great Simanca, are even in worſe Ter 
dition than Simanca himſelf: Of Siman- 
ca 1 have got ſome account, but of them 


I can get none, nor can I find fo much 


as their names in any of the above men- 


tianed biographers. What makes this the 


more remarkable of Gilbertus, and ſhews 
the Cimmerian darkneſs in which he lies hid, 
is, that Dupin, in his account of the ec- 


I - "clefiaſtical writers from '1500 to 1600, though 


F he has. an expreſs| article on thoſe who 
wrote q the Canon 5 during that century, 
> and there mentions an edition of the De. 
& © -cretals, with notes, by Auguſtinus, with ſe- 

En er works on that ſubject, — yet has 
t one word of Gilbertus, thou gh his book, 
gh was printed in 1561. With theſe, 
nd* with what they ſay, the Roman 


3 


+ 
74 
daß gly far, very far from being approved Di- 
of their Church; they are not even 

= atall; and this you could not well 
 "bengnorant of, had you taken the leaſt pains 
3 yourſelf about them, which * 
y 
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ics ha ve no concern; they are cer- 


„ 


ly was the part of a prudent judgment, as 
well as of a candid heart, to have done, be- 
fore you had expoſed yourſelf, with ſo much 
ſelf-confidence, to the world, in ſuch a 
cauſe. But I ſhall add no more on your 
bringing ſuch en n the Catholics; 
your reader's own reflection will make up 
the reſt. I cannot, however, help obſerv- 
ing one thing, that to make the deeper 
wound by theſe very authors you cite, you 
have given a very falſe and malicious tranſ- 
lation of Salomonius's words; for page 12, in 
your note, you give us Simanca's words, 
citing Salomonius thus: Veruntamen (ut Ma- 
rius Salomontus ait) promiſſa contra Chriftum 
Ades, fe prafletur, utique perfidia el. Theſe 
are the words of Salomonius ; the plain Eng- 

liſh of which is, that a promiſe made againſt 

Chriſt, if it be performed, tis perfidy; and I 

dare ſay, you, as a Chriſtian, will ſcarce 

have heart.to deny that it is ſo; but as this. 
tranſlation would not have ſerved your pur- 
poſe, five pages after (for till then, you do 

not give us your tranſlation) you explain 

Salominius's words as follows: Yea; one 

of them (Salamonius), more ſpirited than 
„the reſt, has glorroufly decided, that faith 
„ promiſed to them (to wit, heretics) is pro- 
* miſed againſt Qi, and therefore, if 
„kept, is Zreachery ” See here, Reverend 

Sir, how far your zeal has betrayed you! 


- 


— 
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The ſame e you are guilty of, 
page 18. in tranſlating paragraph 53. from 
jimanca; for you both mutilate the text it- 
felf, which you oy the note; and give 

a wrong tranſlation of it. The text, at full 
length, is this: Quamobrem fides illis da- 
ta, etiam juramento firmata, contra bo- 
num publicum, contra ſalutem anima- 
rum, contra jura divina et humana, nul- 
lo modo ſervanda eſt; In malis promiſſis, 

« inquit Iſidorus, teſcinde fidem, et jura- 

e mentum non debet effe vinculum iniquita- 
tis.“ The plain Engliſh of which is this: 
Wherefore, a promiſe made to them, though 
confirmed by oath, againff the public good, a- 
T_T , the ſalvation of ſouls, againſt the laws of 
_ -. and man, is by no means to be kept. It 
evil promijes, ſays 1/idore, ' break your word ; 
even an oath ought not to be a borid of iniqui- 
5. Where it is evident, that the promiſes 
here ſpoken of, are ſuch as are in them- 

_ ſelves bad, to whomſoever they are made, 
ſuch as are contrary to the laws of God and 
man, which none can be obliged to keep, 
even thongh confirmed by oath. It is a fin 
to make ſuch oaths, and it would be a great- 
er ſin to keep them; for it would be abu- 
fing the reſpect due to the ſacred name of 
God, by making it a bond of iniquity; 
whereas, in the mangled tranflation you 
give, you make your author ſay, that no 


1 fan ought to be kept with heretics, though con- 
= firmed by oath, as being inconſiſtent with the 
dub lie good and the ſalvation of fouls ; as if he 
looked upon every promiſe made to them to 


-- 


E 


be inconſiſtent with the public good, and the 


8 


ſalvation of ſouls, and contrary to all laws, 
divine and human, which is an unfair per- 
verting of the author's meaning, and making 


him ſpeak evident nonſenſe; but to give 


it this malicious turn, it was neceſſary to 
foiſt into your tranſlation, as being inconſiſtem, 
which are not in the original, and to omit 
the 1 0 the author adds from Iſidore, 


which explains and fixes his true meaning 


1 ſhall not accuſe you of any deſign in this; 


but ſuppoſe it an overſight, into which the 
ſame intemperate zeal has unluckily hurried _ 


Ly 


4. I come now. to conſider. your argu- 


ment from St. Thomas Aquinas; and I muſt - 
ſay, your reaſoning on this author is 'per- 
fectly original. Your friend Simanca had 
cited Aquinas. as favourable to him, and 


ſays, St. Thomas alſo, is of opinion, that 
Ja Catholic might deliver over an -intrac- 


table heretic to the judges; notwithſtand- 


ing he had pledged his faith ta him, and 


even confirmed it by the ſalemnity of an 


* oath.” And he points out two different 
places in St. Thomas's Sum of Divinity, I 
where he ſays the faint declares. this. You - - 

| yourſelf examine both the places referred 


to, and you candidly acknowledge, that 


neither in the one, nor in the other, is any 
ſuch doctrine to be found; nay, on the con- 


trary, yon acknowledge, that you would 
rather conclude from what the, ſaint” ſays 
5 under 


(6 


under the fortieth queſtion, which is one 
of the citations, that he thought very dif- 


ferently on this ſubject; yet, notwithſtand- 
ing the falſe citation, and the evidence of 
your own eyes, you ſtill inſiſt, that it muſt 


n ede, ibciud Sidxznca 


fays fo! Was ever ſuch an argument heard 
from a man in his wits? Qm there be a 
greater proof than this of the ty 
of your mind to believe any tha igainſ 
Roman Catholics, even though comtrary to 
the evidence of gur own -ſenſes? :Ah ! Sir, 
the author of Dialogue againft the Ap- 
pendix to Miracles, refuſes to believe 
words of Jeſus Chriſt in their plain, natural 


and obvisus meaning, ' becauſe he tlinks it 
contraty to the evidence of his ſenſes; and, 


according to you, we muſt believe, that 


6 what a Simanca 1 is true, though by 


your own ackn ent, it is eee 


contrary to that very evidence! But vou 
tell us, that there is reaſon to fay ſo, be- 
- cauſe; the former part of the- quotation, 
Hereticum indacilem produndum effe Judici- 
gur; that is to ſay, that an imractuble he- 
| retic is to be delrvered over 'ito the. Judges, 


Eis, beyond all diſpute, maintained by 


 « Aquinas; and therefore,” fay yon, p. 14. 


„we muſt believe, that in ſome one place 
Hor other of St. Thomas Aquimas's works, 
the latter part of the quotation, v 
« fanding he hud ' pledged | is faith to him, 


„ and confirmed it by oath, is to be found 
_ # alſo.” | Was ever 0 an infult offered 


to 


, 1 WES 
to the underſtanding of the public as is done 
here? St. Thomas thinks it is lawful to diſ- 
cover an obſtinate heretic, and give him over 
to the judges, and therefore we muſt be- 
lieve, that he thinks this lawful, even tho 
one had given a promiſe under oath to the 
contrary! Is it poſſible, Sir, you can be 
in earneſt, when you argue thus? Do not 
you, and thouſands others, think it lawful, 

in this Xountry, to diſcover a Popiſh Prieſt, 
and deliver him over 1 the judges? Are 
there not thouſands ih this country who 
would even think it a @uty and a merito- 
rious action to do ſo; and Would you your- 
ſelf be. pleaſed, if any one ſhould conclude 
from this, that you and they muſt there- 
fore think it lawful to do. ſo, even though 
you had given a promiſe under oath to the 
contrary ? Fy, fy! Reverend Sir, how can 
you, either as a Chriſtian, or as a gentleman, 
ſlander your neighbour in a grievous man- 
. on ſuch irrational grounds as theſe 
are | | is 


Sec. III. The True Meaning of the Writers 
| you have cited, examined, © 


,- Hitherto, I have examined the characters 

of the authors whoſe teſtimony yau make 
uſe. of, and what authority they have in 
your favour ; and 1 have ſhewn, that 
they are quite the reverſe of what you give 
them out 40, be, men of no note, character, 


( 36 ) 
nor reputation; and, conſequently of no 
weight nor authority at all. What I in- 
tend now, is to ſhew you, that though it 
were otherwiſe with them, it would make 
nothing to your purpoſe; becauſe you have 
widely miſtaken their meaning, and extended 
their expreſſions into a general ſenſe, which 
they uſed only in very particular and ſingu- 


lar circumſtances, 


Whatever opinion you may have of the 
injuſtice or impiety of puniſhing heretics, 
it is a certain fa, that, in every Chriſtian 
kingdom, the civil power has thought it 
neceſſary, in certain circumſtances, to enact 
laws againſt them, Where 'the Catholic 
religion 1s the one only eſtabliſhed religion 
in a nation, and all the people join together 
in that communion, every attempt to bring 
in any innovation in religion muſt We 
farily be attended with diviſions, diſſenſions, 

and civil broils : and the experience of all 

paſt ages ſhews the fatal conſequences which 

theſe never fail to produce in the ſtate. 

The Church has, at all times, thought it 
bhher inherent duty to watch over the faith, 
as well as the morals of her children; and, 
-when her charitable endeavours to reclaim 
novelliſts, proved ineffectual to reduce them 
to their duty, in order to prevent the con- 
tagion from ſpreading and corrupting others, 
” ſhe has judged it neceſſary to cut them off 
from her communion, and ſet a mark upon 
them, as a people to be ſhunned and avoided 

by the Faithful, In this ſhe thought herſelf 

| MS - authoriſed 
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authoriſed and even commanded by Almighty 
God, who, by his Apoſtle St. Paul, expreſsly 
ſays, A man that is an heretic, afiet the 
« firſt and ſecond admonition, reject, know- 
« ing that he that is ſuch, is ſubverted, and 
« ſinneth, being condemned of ' himſelf.” 
Titus. iii. 10,——And, by the beloved diſ- 
ciple, he ſtill more expreſsly ordains this 
ſaying, „If there come any unto you, an 

« bring not this doctrine, (% "writ, the 
docttine of Chriſt, of which the apoſtle 
was there ſpeaking), © receive him not into 
« your houſe, neither bid him God ſpeed.” 
II. John o. ver. St. Paul writes to the ſame 
purpoſe. to the Romans % Now, I beſeech 
vou, Brethren, mark them which cauſe 
_ * diviſions and offences, contrary to the doc- 
„ trine. which ye have learned, and avoid 
„them.“ Rom. xvi. 17. In which words, 
he points out the very caſe above propoſed, 
of thoſe, who by broaching new doctrines, 
contrary to what had been received, cauſe 
. diviſions and offences among- the people; 
and he not only commands all ſuch to be 
avoided, but alſo immediately after, brands 
them with a moſt infamous character: For,” 
ſays he, ver. 18. they that are ſuch; ſerve 


not our. Lord Jeſus Chriſt, ' but their 


* own belly, and, by good words and fair 
* ſpecches, deceive the hearts of the ſim- 
„ple: He declares them to be enemies 
to Chriſt, given up to their own ſenſual 
pleaſures, and moſt dangerous company for 
the weak, and ſimple. Laſtly, the | ſame 
holy Apoſtle, writing to the Galatians, pro- 
A 000 OT 
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nounces” 4 czrſe, and repeats it a ſecond 
time, upon any one, though an angel from 
heaveti, who ſhall dare to a/ter the true doc- 
trine of the Goſpel, and preach any other 
than what he had preached, Gal. i. 8, 9. Au- 
thoriſed in this manner by the word of God, 
or rather in obedience to ſo many repeated 
commands of that divine' word, the Church, 
when any of her children obſtinately adhere 
to any falſe and heretical doctrine, not only 
cuts them off fimply from het communion, 
but alfo conſiders them in the ſame infamous 
light in which the Apoſtle propoſes them, 
commands all her children to avoid their 
company, and forbids all kind of commu- 
nicatiofl with them; and this ſhe does prin- 
cipally with k view to their good, in hopes 
har this, ſeverity may, make them enter into 
", themſelves, and return to theit duty; and, 
Ls ſecondly, to prevent them, at leaſt, from de- 

_ 2 hearts 97 the imple, and corrupting 

her other children; yea, ſhe docs this, not 

only with thoſe of her children who fall into 

| Kereſy, but alſo, with all others among them, 
>. Who for any other grievous crime, and con- 
 tinuing, obſtinately_ in it, incur the ſentence 
of excommunication. ' In this, alſo, ſhe fol- 
lows. the precept and example of St. Paul, 
who, after paſſing ſentence of: excommuni- 
cation upon the inceſtuous Corinthian, and 
delivering him over to Satan, adds; © I 


: 


f 


«wrote to you in an epiſtle, not to keep | 
“ company with fornicators; yet not alto- 


or With the covetous, or extortioners, or 
wit 


6390 
« with idolaters, for then muſt ye needs go 
„ out of the world; but now I have writ- 
+ ten unto you not to keep company, if any 
„% man that is called a Brother be a fornica- 
© tor, or covetous, or an idolater, or a railer, 
© or a drunkard, or an extortioner, with 
„ ſuch an one do not eat. For what have 
«I to do to judge them alſo that are 


without? Do not ye judge them that are 


« within? But them that are without God 
„judgeth.“ I. Cor. v. , &c. In theſe words 
of the 2 the Church is not only au- 
thoriſed for the way ſhe treats ſuch people, 
but ſhe alfo receives another regulation for 
her conduct in this reſpect, which ſhe care- 
fully obſerves, namely, that it is only with 
her own children that ſhe muſt behave fo, 
leaving thoſe who are out of her communion - 
to be judged by God, as he ſees proper; and 
as for thoſe of her own children themſelves, - 
who fall into any crime puniſhable. by ex- 
communication, muſt firſt admoniſh them 
once and again, and warn them of their 
danger, before ſhe paſſes ſentence; and af- 
ter all, even when the ſentence" of excom- 
munication is. pafſed, before its concomitant 
effects of infamy, and flying all communi- 
cation with them, can take place, the crime 
and obſtinacy of the perſon muſt be pub- 
licly denounced and red to the faithful, 
and he himſelf expoſed by name as an excom- 
municated perſon. * N 


Such js the way the church Laiaves ia chile 
delicate matter with thoſe of her own children 
5 | who 


N 


who fall under the ſentence of excommunica- 
tion, whether by means of hereſy or any other 
crime ; and farther than this ſhe-does not pre- 
tend to go. But the civil powers are by no 
means content with this in the caſe of hereſy; 
they conſider all novelties in alan. andre 
droifions aud offences contrary to the doctrine 
-we have learned not only as crimes againſt 
the majeſty of God, but alſo as highly cri- 
minal againſt the ſtate, and ſubverſive of the 
public tranquillity « they obſerved from con- 
ſtant experience, that whenever any hereſy, 
appeared in any country, no ſooner was a 
party formed in its favour, than immediately 
ſeditions, inſurrections and rebellions were 
the fatal conſequences of it. When any erro- 
neous doctrine was broached, the Church al- 
ways conſidered it as her duty in the ſight of 
God, to uſe the means he had put in her 
power to ſuppreſs it, by admonitions, exhor- 


5 tations, threatenings, and at laſt by of 


the rotten members from her communion, if 


* the other methods would not do: and in this 


you are far from blaming her; nay, you 
*. readily agree, p. 35. that the Imperial ſafe- 
e conduct given to Huſs, ought not to be of 
any prejudice to the Catholic faith; and 
you © acknowledge that it was always in the 


* power of the Biſhops of the Council, to cen- 


« ſure and condemn Huſs's deviation from the 


„ faith, and even to excommunicate his per- 


«ſon, e ee as ſafe- conduct; be- 
„ cauſe, though the Emperor might protect 


any man's life, he had no right to protect 
« errors in faith.“ Now had heretics, when 
FWF condemned 


"C3 

condemned by the church, ſubmitted: to het 
judgment, or, though they ſtill retained their 
own erroneous opinions, had they kept them 
to themſelves, and not endeavoured to corrupt 
others with their poiſonous doctrines, in all 
probability the ſtate would never have inter- 
fered in this matter; but this never was, nor 
ever will be the genius of hereſy. On the 
contrary, no ſooner was any hereſy condemned 
by the church, than immediately the hue 
and cry was raiſed by thoſe who embraced it 
againſt her Paſtors; they complained of injuſ- 
tice, proteſted their innocence, parties and ca- 
bals were formed to ſupport them, and when- 
ever they thought themſelves ſufficiently 
ſtrengthened, they took the field, propagated 
their doctrine by the ſword, often ſhook the 
ſtate itſelf to its foundations, and ſometimes 
' even. overturned it entirely. The Arians-and 
Donatiſts are proofs of this in antient times; 
the Albigenſes in France, the Wickliffiſts in 
England, and Huſſites in Bohemia, ſhew the 
truth of it in the middle ages; and, were it not 
perhaps rather too touching, other more ſtriking 

examples might be gi ven nearer our o-]n days. 
The civil powers, therefore, ſeeing this to be 
always the caſe with novelliſts in religion, and 
eſpecially with thoſe among them Who ex- 


preſsly taught and propagated doctrines in- by 


conſiſtent with the public tranquillity, and 
manifeſtly encouraging ſedition and og, 
thought it their indiſpenſible duty, for the ſe- 
curity of the ſtate, and neceſſary for their on 
preſervation, to make ſevere laws againſt here- 
ties, affecting ſometimes their purſes, ſome- 

E | times 


* 
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times 2 "EY and ſometimes even their 


life itf The imperial laws on this ſubject 
make part of the ci /aw, and are related at 
large in the Fu/tintan code, in the five firſt ti- 
tles concerning the Blefſed Trinity, the Churches, 

the Clergy, and Heretics, The particular Jaws 
of different kingdoms are to be found in their 
own ſtatute-books. I ſhall confine myſelf to 
ſhew the origin of one of the moſt ſevere of 
theſe laws in England, that of Henry IV. which 
condemned the Wickliffiſts to be burnt. 

While theſe heretics were left to the judgment 
of the church, they were dealt with very 
mildly; but this, inſtead of reclaiming them, 

only ſerved to make them the more imperious; 


| and it was the lenity, and ſeeming inefficacy 
of the eecleſiaſtical proceedings, that put the 


ſtate on more violent meaſures againſt them, 


eſpecially when it perceived the fatal conſe- 


omen! which their doctrine tended to 
Doctor Heylin, in his animad 


inions were contrary to peace and civil or- 


der, for he declared againfi the lawfulneſs of 
| 2 and required an exact probiq to give a title 


ry and power © He affirmed, that an 1// 


man forfeits his right to dominion, and that as long 
, as 2 prince continues in mortal fin, his prero-. 


Jade 1 40. Here, under the cover of reli- 
gion, the moſt dazzling temptations and un- 
bounded views are laid open to the populace, 

and to ſuch of their leaders as choſe, for the 
fake of nn and power to put on the maſk 
df lane = fact theſe doctrines had their 
natural e The rebellion of Jack Straw, 


e Faller's Church Hiftory, ſays, Wickliffe's 


and 
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and of Watt Tyler, were fomented by one 
John Ball, a Wiekliffiſt prieſt; and where any 
of them preached, their followers of the bet- 
ter kind, ſuch as Sit John Latimer, Sir John 
Truſſel, Sir Lodovick Clifford, and many 
others, were accuſtomed to come armed to their 
meetings, and ready to fight in defence of their 
goſpel. This procedure obliged both houſes 
of Parliament to complain to' the King, and 
at length, under Henry IV. in that very Par- 
liament which curtailed the temporal power of 
the Pope in England, was made that famous 
ſtatute. which condemns thoſe heretics to be 
burned; and in the preamble to the act is ſet 
forth, among other charges, that they excite 
and ſtir people up to ſedition and inſurrection, 
and make great ſtrife and diviſion among the 
pore. Their rebellions continuing under 
ir John Oldcaſtle and others, a ſecond act 
ſſed againſt them in the reign of Henry V. 
in which they are charged with inſurrectſons, 
and a deſign to ſubvert and deſtroy all the eſ- 

tates of the realm, ſpirituatand temporal, 


Here, then, we ſee the different depart- 
ments of the eccleſiaſtical and civil powers, 
with regard to heretics, clearly pointed out 
to us, and the origin and nature of the ſe- 
veral laws made by each power againſt them: 
But here we muſt carefully remark, that 
theſe very laws ſubſiſt only where the Re- 
man Catholic religion is the univerfally re- 
ceived 517 of the country, and when a 
new hereſy appears among them, and has 
not yet taken root; for, when, through the 
2 diſpoſition 


| ( 44 ) 
Spoon -6f Divine Providence, any new 
ſyſtem of religion prevails, and 1s eſtabliſhed, 
theſe laws have no more place; the Roman 
Catholics ceaſe to exert even their ſpiritual 
juriſdiction againſt it, and by their principles, 
in order to reſtore religion, are obliged to re- 


turn to preaching and ſufferings, On this 


e were alike conſulted ; they ſlept all under their own vines, 


account, in Germany, Catholics live in per- 
fect good neighbourhood with Proteſtants, e- 
ven in thoſe very ſtates where the legiſlative 
wer is wholly Catholic“: — And in Rome 
itſelf, as well as in all Catholic countries, 
when Proteſtants go in among them, whe- 
ther as viſitors, or to reſide, ſo far are they 
from being treated as excommunicated per- 
ſons, that every mark of the moſt cordial 
charity and , benevolence is ſhewn them by 
all ranks of people with whom they have any 
33 communication; 
* It will de proper to illuſtrate this by ſome recent examples 
in our own days. Whenthe Calviniſts firſt appeared in France, 
every legal means was uſed to ſuppreſs them: however, they 
eee were acknowledged, and peace made with them. 
uring this peace, which laſted for many years, Heylin, a 
- Proteſtant hiſtorian: in his Hiſtory of Preſbyterianiſm, (B. xii. 
No. 43) thus deſcribes their ſituation; they were poſſeſſed of 
e well near two hundred ſtrong towns and caſtles, well fortified 
for their perſonal ſafety; beſides many fair houſes and large 
«« tercitories in villages, in which their 32 and their — 2 


« ard their own fig- trees, neither fearing, nor having cauſe to 


| f 9 fear, the leaſt diſturbance. \With thoſe of the Catholic party 


se they were grown ſo intimate, by reaſon of their frequent 
„ intermarriages with one another, that in a few years they 

s might have been incorporated with them, and made of the 
<« ſame family, though of different faiths. The exerciſe of their 
religion had been permitted to them, ſince the paſſing the 
ec edit of Nantz, without interruption.In a word, they lived 


0 
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communication ; as is well known to num- 
bers from this very country itſelf. Proteſ- 
tants who reſide among Catholics in the com- 
mercial way, find as much fidelity, and as 
ſtrict juſtice obſerved by them, as it is poſſi- 
ble to find in any Proteſtant country; and 
Proteſtant ſtates, who employ their Catholic 
ſubjects in their armies, as in Holland and 
Germany, find them as faithful, and as much 
attached to their Proteſtant ſovereigns, and 


© ſoſecure and happy, that they wanted nothing to perpetuate - 
« their felicities to ſucceeding ages, but moderation in them- 
6e ſelves, gratitude to Almighty God, and good affeQion 
* towards their King,” But the want of this moderation 
brought on their ruin. . 
The Proteſtants of Bohemia, and diſciples of Huſs, after 
ſuſtaining bloody wars againſt their Sovereigns for ſeveral 
years, were at laſt reduced, and took refuge in Poland. Si- 
giſmund King of Poland received them kindly, and from his 
death in 1572, for more than 160 Years after, they enjoyed 
all the privileges of ſubjects and citizens; till being ſuſpe&ted 
by their ſovereign of ſecretly favouring Charles XI], the Pro- | 
teſtant King of Sweden, * him, they were put under 
reſtrictions. Milton himſelf, though far from being a friend 
to Popery, in his work of True Religion, ſays, © If the 
„French and Polonian Proteſtants enjay, among Papiſts, the 
& liberty of arguing, preaching in their ſeveral aſſemblies, 
c public 8 and the freedom of printing, much more 
ce may a Proteſtant expect it among Proteſtants.” (p. 8.) 
The reformed of the Auſtrian dominions, at this day, are 
in the ſettled peaceable poſſeſſion of the privileges of ſubje cts, 
and of the liberty of their religion. Theſe examples de- 
monſtrate, beyond reply, that Proteſtants are perfectly ſafe, 
even under popiſh powers, and that their popiſh neighbours 
behave with as much fidelity and friendſhip to them, as they 
. do to one 2 and that the particular laws of diſcipline 
among. Catholigs themſelves, are never ſuppoſed. to affect 
. thoſe of a different commurion, nor are exerted againſt © 
them. >. {| | — Ws... 22 * 4 = 


s ready to fight for them againſt their Ca- 
tholic enemies, if not more ſo, than they 
find even in their Proteſtant ſubjects them- 
elves. From all which it is plain, that all 


the laws made in Roman Catholic countries, 
Whether. civil or ecqleſiaſtical, againſt here. 
tics, are only particular laws made againſt 
their own ſubjects, for particular ends, and 
exerted againſt them only in particular cir- 
cumſtances. | 


Let us now take a view of what thoſe au- 


thors ſay, whom you ſo confidently alledge 


againſt the Catholics, and let us conſider 
their true meaning. Simanca and Salomonius 


.are lawyers; they are writing commentaries 


on the laws againſt heretics, which were in 


force in thoſe countries where they lived ; 
and unfold the conſequences which they ap- 


, prehend flow from theſe laws: To begin with 


7 


E : 


the eccleſiaſtical law of excommunication : 


This ordains (according to the direction of 


the ſcriptures), when any perſon profeſſing 


© - the Catholic religion is convicted of hereſy, 
and continues obſtinate it, notwithſtanding 
all the ordinary means uſed to reclaim him, 


ſo that the ſentence of excommunication is 


paſſed upon him, and he is openly, and by 


name, denounced as an excommunicated per- 


ſon; that all the faithful ſhould rect him, 
Tit. iii. 10 ; ſhould not recerve um znto their 
houſes, II John, v. 10.; , avoid him, Rom. 


Y Xvi. 17.; /hould have no company with hm, that 


© he may be aſhamed, II. Theil. iii. 14.; that is 


to 
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to ſay, that they ſhould break off all manner 
of communication with him. In conſequence 
of this, ſay theſe commentators, he is depri v- 
ed of all power and authority; or to uſe 
your own tranſlation of Simanca's words, p. 
20. (though it is by no means an exact one), 
« he forfeits his title to all kinds of domini- 
on whatſoever ;—natural over his children, 


* who, by his hereſy, become their own 


“ maſters ;—civil over their ſlaves, who are 
thereby ſet at liberty ;—and political over 
their fubjeas, who are no longer obliged to 
6 obey. them.“ 


Whether or not theſe conſequences neceſ- 
ſarily flow from the law of excommunication, 
is not our buſineſs here to examine; Simanca 
and Salomonius give it as their opinion that 
they did fo. Now lay your hand upon your 
heart, Reverend Sir, and anſwer me this 
queſtion, Do you really in your conſcience 
think, that becauſe Simanca and Salomonius 


are of opinion, that in the particular circum- 


ſtances above ſpecified, a heretic is by the 
law ſubjeQed' to theſe penalties and forkei. 
tures, and deprived of all power over his 
children and ſlaves; that therefore the Ro- 
man Catholics, by the principles of their 
religion, think it lawful to break faith with 
heretics on any other [occaſion where not 
one of theſe circumſtances are to be found ?᷑ 
Let us even allow that Simanca's opinion is 
juſt, and that the conſequences he mentions 
neceſſarily flow from the law; nay, let us 
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allow, if you pleaſe, that the law itſelf ex- 
preſsly ſpeciſied all theſe penalties, would 


it follow even from this, that Roman Catho- 


lics were allowed by their religion to break 
faith with heretics on all occaſions, even 
where theſe particular laws. have no place nor 
concern? How unworthy of a man of ſenfe 


would ſuch conſequences be: I 


Let us even go a Rep farther—let us take a 


perſon in the very caſe propoſed, convicted 
of hereſy, obſtinate, excommunicated, and 


publicly denounced as ſuch,.— will you take 
upon you to ſay, that even his children, who, 
in conſequence of the law, become their own 


maſters, and his ſlaves, who, by the ſame 


\ 
3." I. 33 . 
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law, renpunce their ſubjection to him, and 


become free, are thereby guilty of breaking 


their faith to him? Every man of ſenſe 
would laugh at Ph if you ſhould fay ſo; 


becauſe the /perſon is legally deprived of all 


the right he had to their ſubjection; and 


where there is no right, there can be no 


breach of right. If therefore there be no 
breaking of faith with the heretical delin- 


quent, even in the execution of the law it- 
ſelf, -how can the exiſtence of ſuch a law 
be a proof, or even the ſhadow of a proof, 
that Roman Catholics think it lawful to break 
faith with heretics, in any other - caſe where 


the law has no place at all? Such reaſoning 


as that would come better from children than 


from men. But let us go on. 
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By the imperial civil laws, the goods of 
obſtinate heretics are confiſcated to the public. 
See the Juſtinian Code, Lib. 1. Tit. v. No. 3. 
of Arcadius and Honorius; No. 6. of Theo- 
doſius and Valentinianus, and others: See alſo 
the Conſtitutions of Frederic II. No. 5. You 
are pleaſed to tell us, page 10. that this is 
done by the canon law; with what view you 
beſt know; but in this you are under a great 
miſtake; for theſe imperial laws are much 
more antient than any canon law upon the 
ſubject; and all that the canon law afterwards 
did, was to approve and adopt into its code 
theſe laws of the ſtate made long before. 
From theſe laws Simanca draws this con- 
ſequence: That he, with whom' a heretic har 
depoſed any thing, ſhall not be bound, after \ 
his hereſy is made manifeſt 10 · re/tore the 
pledge to him, but to the Exchequer” ding 
it: For this is the literal tranſlation of Si- 
manca's words, This inference you are 
pleaſed to ridicule, as very extraordinary ; "at 
but pray, good Sir, upon what 'grounds ? 8 
Has not the legiſlature in every ſtate a power 
to deprive Its ſubjects of their civil rights, 
in puniſhment of any crime they may com- 
mit? and in ſuch caſes, are not thoſe who 
owed them any duty, in conſequence of ſuch 
rights, freed from the obligation of paying 
that duty? And if they refuſe to pay, where 
it is no longer due, will you ſay that ſueh = 
refuſal is a breach of faith? Permit me to put * E 
a caſe to yourſelf : Suppoſe you were o-wag 
a ſum of money by bill or bond, to any per- 
fon in this country; 2 that, before the Gay — 


8 


ok payment came, your creditor ſhould fall 


into rehellion ; and in conſequence of that all 
his goods be confiſcated to the crown: In this 


caſe, are you obliged. by the law to pay your 


debt to him? Quite the contrary; you are 
obliged by law not to pay it to him, but to the 
Exchequer. And if you ſhould pay it to yout 
creditor while he is under ſuch forfeiture, you 
would be obliged by law to pay it again to 


5 the Exchequer: And if in this caſe you ſhould 


refuſe to pay your bill to the drawer, would 
this be breaking your faith to him? Or would 
it be a juſt inference to ſay, that becauſe you 


thought yourſelf not bound to pay this debt 
to him, therefore you think it lawful to break 
faith with rebels? And yet this is preciſely 


the ſenſe of the authors you cite. 'They are 
ſpeaking of the conſequences of the laws, as 
they ſtood in thoſe countries where they 


lived, which had force only in particular 


caſes and particular circumſtances ; and as 
thoſe. who by their crimes became obnoxious 


to - theſe laws, were, by them, legally de- 


prived of their civil rights in the caſes ſpeci- 
fied, ſo there could not, even in them be an 
breach of faith, when the effects of theſ: 
rights were denied them. But to draw from 
this an argument to prove that Roman Ca- 
tholics think it lawful to break faith heretics, 
on any occaſion whatſoever, is beyond al 


meaſure ridiculous. | 2505 


Nothing will. put this in a clearer light 


than to compare it to a ſimilar caſe among 


ourſelves, By the penal laws enacted in Ire- 


land, 


8 


land, in the reign of Qpeen Anne, if a Ro- 
man Catholic poſſeſs a landed eſtate, and his 
ſon become a Proteſtant, he is thereby em- 


powered to deprive his father of his eſtate, 


and to take poſſeſſion of it himſelf, and to turn 
his father out of Doors when he pleaſes ; and, 
alas! to the diſgrace of human nature, that 


inhuman act has been numberleſs times put 


in execution ſince it was made. In this 
country, by an act paſſed in the reign of King 
William, in 1700, the next Proteſtant heir of 
an eſtate can turn out the Catholic poſſeſſor 
when he pleaſes and take the eſtate to him- 
ſelf; and the Proteſtant friends can take his 
children from him, and bring them up as they 
think proper: and by the ſame act, if a Pro- 
teſtant ſells an eſtate to a Roman Catholic, 
and receives the price for it, he can the next 
day turn the Catholic purchaſer out of doors, 


take back the eſtate into his own poſſeſſion, ' 


and at the ſame time, retain every farthing of 


the price he received for it. Now, if any 


lawyer ſhould think proper to write a com- 
mentary upon theſe laws, and unfold the con- 


„ 


tene 


ſequences of them, after repeating the laws 5 


themſelves, he might with all truth ſay, — 
* Whence it follows, that it is lawful for a 
* Proteſtant ſon to deprive his Catholic father 
* of his eſtate, turn him out of doors, and 
reduce him to beggary; for, becauſe he is a 


Papiſt, he forfeits his title to all kind of do- 


* minion whatſoever; natural, over his chil- 
* dren, who, by his being Papiſt, not only 
* become their own maſters, but are entitled 
to rob him of all he has; cri, over his 

. _ © eſtate, 


G 


have already ſaid ſufficiently expoſes the fu- 


1 


eſtate, the rights to which he totally loſes, 
and political, over his vaſſals, who are no 


* longer obliged to obey him; and that it is 
* lawful for the next Proteſtant heir to do 
*.the ſame to his Popiſh kinſman.” Still 
further: © That it is lawful for Proteſtants 
to cheat and deceive Papiſts to rob them 


of their money, under colour of a fair 


* bargain; and to betray the ſacred truſt of 
confidence their Popiſh friend repoſed in 


„ in them.” Suppoſe, I ſay, that any com- 
mentator upon theſe laws ſhould draw theſe 
._ conſequences from them, what would you 
think of them? Or what would you ſay to 
.them? Suppoſe, ſtill further, that the Ro- 
man Catholics in other countries, on reading 


theſe laws, and this commentary on them; 
and ſeeing from the laws themſelves, that 


they were enacted out of a religious motive, 


and as a ſupport and defence of the Proteſ- 
tant cauſe, ſhould thereupon conclude, that the 
Proteſtants of Britain and Ireland were au- 
thoriſed by their religion, to ſubvert the moſt 
fundamental laws of God and nature in regard 
to Papifts;—to break the moſt ſacred ties 


of children to their 6 to rob, cheat 


and deſtroy Papiſts wherever they could with 
impunity;—to break all faith, and ſtand to 
no bargain with them, &c. What would you 


think, good Sir, of ſuch a concluſion? — But 
out of a regard to my country, I forbear 
making any further application, or puſhing 


this theme as far as it would go. What! 


tility 
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tility of your argument, and ſhews how in- 
capable it is, in the moſt diſtant manner, to 
make good any part of your ſlanderous charge 
againſt the Roman Catholics, 


I ſhall now take a view of Clement the 
VI. s letter to the King and Qpeen of France: 
For though I have ſhewn above, that it is of 
no weight nor authority in itſelf, and that no 
regard 1s paid to it by any Catholic as an au- 
thentic deed, and on that account might juſtly 
ſuperſede any further concern with it,—yet 
to convince you, reverend Sir, that your 
proof is lame in every article, = in eve 
view in which you pleaſe to take it, I ſhalt 
examine that letter alfo, and ſhew you, that 
the reg Tomy you draw from it riſes from 
no other ſource but your own ignorance of 
the matter, and your confounding the ſtate 
of the queſtion. To do this, I muſt premiſe 
a few remarks on the nature of promiſes and 
vows, as far, at leaſt, as is neceſſary for my 
purpoſe.—A promiſe may be made either to 
God or man + When made to man it hath no 
other name but a promiſe; when made to God, 
it 18 alſo called a vow, A vow made to God 
may either be a ſimple promiſe, or a promiſe 
confirmed by an oath; and the fame may be 
the caſe in promifes made to. man. Every 
juſt and lawful promiſe, whether to God' or 
man, brings a ſtrict obligation on the perſon 
who makes it to perform what he 18 
and the perſon. to whom the promiſe is made 


miſed. A vow or promiſe made to God, in 


acquires a full right to exact the thing pro- 


2 
N 


. 
order to be agreeable to him, neceſſarily re- 
quires that the thing promiſed be worthy of 
his acceptance; and therefore that it be con- 
ducive, either to his glory, or to our own 
e good, or the good of our neighbour; 
or if the thing promiſed to God by vow be 
either uſeleſs, or hurtful, or a hindrance to 
any greater good, ſuch a promiſe, inſtead of 
being agreeable to God, or an honouring of 
him, would be affronting him: And indeed, 
if any ſuch promiſe were made to ourſelves, 
for example, if a neighbour ſhould Jolemn- 
ly promiſe to us, that at ſuch a day he would 
ive us a handful of ſand, in teſtimony of 
is regard for us, we would look upon bim 
as a fool, and his promiſe as an injury. As 
the perſon to whom the promiſe is made ac- 
- quires a real and full right to the thing pro- 
miſed, it neceſſarily follows, that no power 
upon earth can diſpenſe the promiſer from 
the obligation of performance, againſt the | 
will of him to whom the promiſe was made, 
"> becauſe this would be unjuſtly depriving | 
him of that to which he has acquired a juſt 
right and title. Hence the Roman Catholic 
Church always holds, that no power upon ˖ 
cearth can diſpenſe with any juſt and lawful ˖ 
promiſe, and eſpecially if confirmed by oath, 
between man and man, to the prejudice of the 
- , perſon to whom the [promiſe is made, and ; 
”- againſt his will. This needs no other proof : 
than the teſtimony of St. Thomas of Aquin, « 
E £ -in one of thoſe very citations which Simanca 9, 


„ refers to, namely, queſtion xl. art. 3. * 
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the queſtion is, YYhether it be lauſul to de- 
cerve an enemy in time of war ?” To which the 
ſaint gives this anſwer : © One may be de- 
« ceived by the action or word of another two 
„ways, -firſt by being told a falfehood, or 
* when a — is not performed; this is al- 
« ways unlawful; and no man ought to deceive 


his enemy by this means.“ Here, Sir, you ſee 
the real doctrine of this truly eminent divine 


of the Roman Catholic Communion; and 


which is alſo the real doctrine of that church 


herſelf; by which it is declared, that it is 
always unlawful to deceive our neighbour 


either by telling him a lie, or breaking our 


promiſe to him; and that this' ought ' not 
to be done, even to our enemies, Now, Sir, 


you confeſs you ſaw this in St. Thomas, and 


r 


proof. | 


With regard to vows or promiſes” made 


to God, the caſe is different; for though a a 


vow of performing ſome' pjous or 'g00d work” 


in honour of God, whether it be a ſimple 


promiſe or confirmed by oath, moſt certainly 


brings on a ftri& obligation of performing 


that work, —yet it may happen, in the mean 


0 


time} thaf, from a change of circuiſtarices, 


* Reſpondeo :—Dupliciter aliquis poteſt falli ex facto 
vel dicto alterius; uno modo ex eo, quod ei dicitur falſum, 
vel non ſervatur promiſſum ; et iſtud femper eſt illicitum; 
* et hoe modo nullus debet hoſtes fallere. 5 It Thom. 2. '2, 


9, 40. art. 3. ” 
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the thing promiſed may ceaſe to be accepta- 

ble to God, or may even become uſeleſs, or 

hurtful, or a hindrance of ſome greater good, 

or ſtricter duty; or there may be other pow- 

erful reaſons to believe, that the non- per- 

formance of the vow may be more acceptable 

tg God than the performance of it. But as 

: &4 Almighty does not appear to decide in 

ſuch a caſe himſelf, and as it would be too 

dangerqus to leave the decifion of it to the 
perſon who made the vow,---hence it is the 

belief of the Roman Catholic Church, that 

Jeſus Chriſt has given a power and authority 

to the paſtors of his church, and eſpecially to 

the chief paſtor, to be judges in theſe caſes, 

and either to declare the perſon entirely free 

from the obligation of performing his vow, 

” when he ſees juſt and ſolid grounds to judge 

that this is moſt agreeable to God; and this is 

called a dyperyatron or if the caſe be not fo 


dllear, to free him age from the thing pro- 
miſed, but ablige him at the ſame time to do 
ſome other work of piety, which he judges 
more agreeable-to God than the former, and 
= this is called @ commutation, or change of vows. 
This belief of Roman Catholics, that Jeſus 
> Chriſt has left ſuch a power in the paſtors 
of his church, is founded upon his own words 
in the goſpel, where he firſt ſays to St. Peter in 
particular, I will give unto thee the keys of 
td the kingdom of e and whatſoever 
thou ſhalt bind on earth ſhall be bound in 
b © heaven; and whatſoever thou ſhalt looſe on 
= /* carth ſhall be looſed in heaven.“ Matth. 
= i 19. And he afterwards repeats the ſame 


words 


1 
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words to all the apoſtles in general, Matth. 


Now, Sir, as charity will not allow me to 


ſuppoſe that you knew this doctrine of the 
Catholic Church, and the difference ſhe makes 
between promiſes made to God, and promiſes 
made between man and man, or that you 
wilfully blended theſe together, that by con- 
founding the ſtate of the queſtion, you might 
the more eaſily and effectually blacken chat 
church, I can therefore attribute your conduct 
on this point only to your ignorance; but had 
you known and reflected on what I have here 


explained, you would eaſily have ſeen that 


the indulgence contained in the letter of Cle- 


ment VI. is wholly confined to vows or pro- 


miſes made to God, of performing ſome work 
of piety for his honour; and indeed it never. 


was, nor ever can be underſtood in any other 
ſenſe by any Roman Catholic who is in any 
degree inſtructed in what his church teaches 


on theſe matters: nay, the very words of the 


letter itſelf can admit of no other explication, 
and manifeſtly alludes to what I have ſhewn to 


be the belief of the church concerning theſe 


matters: for when vows of viſiting the Ho- 


ly Land, and the bodies of St. Peter and St. 


aul, and vows of chaſtity and continency, are 
excepted from the indulgence, - does not this 


ſhew that the other vows which fall under the 


miſes of doing ſome pious work made to God? 


And while the grant expreſsly fays, that ſuch 


promiſes and oaths are to be changed into other 


works 


'/ 
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grant are only vows of the ſame nature, pro- 
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works of piely, alia opera pretatis, as the Con- 
feſſor ſhall judge moſt expedient towards God, 
and for the good of their ſouls; does not this 
evidently imply, that the objects of theſe pro- 
miſes and oaths were only ſuch other works 
of piety themſelves, which, from a change of 
circumſtances, could not be kept with that 
advantage to their fouls as was at firſt expected 
when the promiſe was made? But is there a 
ſingle hint in the whole letter of promiſes 
made or faith pledged to men? Not one. 
Hence, Sir, you will ſee how much the im- 
petuofity of your zeal has here expoſed you 
to the ridicule of the world; for the argu- 
ment you draw againſt the Roman Catholics 
from this letter of Clement VI, ſtands thus: 
This Pope grants power to the Confeſſor 
of the King of France to commute or change 
any vows the King has made, or may make, 
of performing ſome pious work, into, other 
= works'of piety, when he (the Confeſſor) ſhall 
judge theſe laſt more agreeable to God, and 
| 
| 


more expedient for the good of the King's 
ſoul. Therefore, according to this Pope, 7? 
r /awfU] to betray and he on ſome ocraſtons, to 
= our fellow-creatures, and that not merely when 
. mereſi of the church may require it, but 
Wo which, if poſſible, it till more infamous, when 
Ile parties camot profitably keep them; for this 
is the conclufion' you draw from the letter, P. 
7. I am really ſorry, Reverend Sir, to expoſe 
ga gentleman in this manner to the world, but 
vou may pleaſe remember that you have forc- 
T 
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Sect. IV. On the Decretals. 


I Hav purpoſely reſerved my remarks on 
your arguments from the Decretals till now, 


that I might treat that ſubject in a ſection by 


itſelf with the greater clearneſs and diſtinc- 


tion. Vou ſeem every where to lay a parti- 


cular ſtreſs upon this argument, and repre- 
ſent the Decretals as a teſtimony of the 
greateſt weight with Roman Catholics. Vou 
tell us, p. 8. That the Decretal of Gre- 
„ gory IX. is a part of the canon law con- 


„ firmed by the Council of Trent, and ſo is 
* one of the regulations of the Romiſh 
„“ Church,” You add, p. 20.“ That Simanca 


quotes it as a fixed and ſettled regulation of 
* the church.” And p. 50. That the re- 
publication of theſe Dec 


retals, as regulations 


« of the Romiſh Church, was in the year 1580, 


* poſterior, to the Council of Trent, and con- 
* ſequently they cannot with truth be ſaid to 


« he obſolete, but muſt be allowed to be in 


force now; and as to contain the practices 
Jof the church ſince the Reformation, ſo'to 
have nothing in them contrary to her ayow- 


ed doctrine.” However, Sir, notwithſtand- 


ing this high idea you wiſh to impreſs in your 
reader's mind, I muſt again take the liberty to 


tell you that you are under a great miſtake, 
and that the Corpus Furrs Canonici, in which 
all the Decretals are collected, and many other 
things beſides, is far from being a work of 
ſuch authority with us as you imagine. lt 
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has been the practice of the Chriſtian Church, 
ſince the earlieſt ages, frequently to call her 
Paſtors together in council, to deliberate on 
ſuch regulations for their own conduct, and 
for the government of their flocks, as they 
ſhould ſee proper, and as the circumſtances of 
the times might require: Accordingly, every 
particular Biſhop is inveſted with the power 
of calling his clergy together, and, in con- 
- cert with them, of preſcribing rules for the 
management of his own dioceſe; Archbiſhops 
have a. ſimilar power of convoking their 
ſuffragan Biſhops in a Provincial Council; 
the Primate of every nation is authorized to 
call together all the Biſhops of that nation 
in a National Council; and it belongs to the 
Biſhop of Rome, as Head of the Church, to 
call together all the Biſhops of the different 
nations in a General Council, which of courſe 

"repreſents the whole Church. 
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=— The objects which all theſe councils had 
| in view, are reduced to two general heads: 
. To watch over the purity of the faith, 
and preſerve their flocks from being ſeduced 
by falſe teachers. And, 24, To enact pro- 
per regulations for what concerns the exterior 
of religion, and for preſerving a proper diſci- 


pline both in the Clergy and Laity. 


It belongs only to General Councils to de- 
=. cide finally in matters of faith and doctrine; 
= that is, to determine what is, or what is not, 
1 conformable to the truths revealed by Jeſus 
= Chriſt, and preached by his Apoſtles to the 
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world; and the deciſions of a General Coun- 
eil in this matter are looked upon by Roman 
Catholics as the infallible teſt for diſcovering 
ſound from erroneous doctrine, and to which 
therefore they think themſelves bound in con- 
ſcience to ſubmit. The buſineſs of particu- 
lar Councils, in points of faith, is not to de- 


cide finally, but to preſerve untainted in their 
reſpective juriſdictions, what has been al- 


ready decided by General Councils. With 


regard to diſcipline the caſe is different 7 
every particular Council has power to make 
ſuch regulations for the government of their 


reſpeQive flocks, as the particular exigencies 
of their flocks require. "Theſe have their full 
force within the juriſdictions of theſe Councils, 


but no where elſe, except in as far as they are 


expreſsly adopted in other places. 


The rules and regulations made in an 
Council are called canons, which is a Gree 


word that fignifies a rule, and ſometimes they: © 


are alſo called decrees, becauſe they are enacted 


or decreed by a lawful authority. The ca- 


nons or decrees concerning faith made by 


General Councils are the ſame over the whole 
Roman Catholic Church, and have the ſame 
authority every-where ; but the canons and 
decrees regarding diſcipline are often very 
different, and ſometimes even contradictory in 


different places, and in the ſame place in dif- 
ferent ages; becauſe as they are only tempo- 
rary laws, made for particular exigencies, as 


theſe exigencies muſt be- very difterent and 


oppoſite in different countries, and in diffe- 


rent ages, the laws made on their account 
muſt be ſo alſo. | 


Now, though the canons of articular 

. councils do not ind in thoſe countries which 
are not under the juriſdiction of theſe coun- 
cils, yet, as they are believed to be enacted 
with great wiſdom, and well adapted to the 
circumſtances in which they were made, it has 
always been thought uſeful to communicate 
them to other countries, that they might ſerve 
to give light to the Paſtors of theſe countries, 
-and direct them in their a in ſimi- 


lar circumſtances. 


With this view, and to render this com- 
munication the more univerſal, ſeveral col- 
lections of theſe canons have been made in 
different ages, and publiſhed to the world 
in one volume; and the moſt ample of the 
kind that has ever. appeared, is what goes at 
preſent under the title of The Body of the Ca- 
_ EY non Law. This collection was firſt begun in 
| * the twelfth century, by Gratian, a Benedic- 
$ 4 tine. Monk, who inſerted in it, not only the 
various and oppoſite canons of Councils, made 
, on all different occaſions, but alſo many ſpu- 
4 . rious and falſe, canons, falſe citations, falſe 
=  - decrees of Popes, and many ſentences of the 
* holy fathers and eccleſiaſtical writers. In 

-- ſubſequent editions, endeavours were uſed to 
_ rectify theſe blunders; © but after all (ſays 
„ PDupin), whatever reformation has been 
„ made, or can be made, to this work of 


- -* Gratian, it is difficult, or rather impoſſible, 
ö 8 6c to 
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« to give it the perfection it ought-to have as 
« a general collection of eccleſiaſtical canons or 
« rules, to ſerve as a law.” Bibl. Eccleſ. xii. 
age, ch. 17. 


In Gregory the IX. s time, in the thirteenth 
century, another collection was made of all 
the Decretals of the Popes, and canons of 
councils, from the time of Gratian's collecti- 
on, and added as a ſecond part to that col- 
lection. As the Popes were confulted from 
all parts of the Chriſtian world upon all kinds 
of eccleſiaſtical matters, the anſwers they 
ga ve to theſe conſultations were called ſome- 
times reſcripts, ſometimes decrees; and were 
alſo regarded as very prudent and judiciors 
rules 'of eccleſiaſtical diſcipline, in the vari- 
ous circumſtances in which they were made; 
and obligatory in thoſe places where they ©” WW 
were received. Other reſcripts and canons of 
ſubſequent -Popes and councils. were after= 
wards added to the former collections, till the 
work was formed which now appears as The 
Body of the Canon Law, f | 1 


Now, Sir, to ſhew the reader the true idea 
which he ought to form of this collection of 
canons, let us ſuppoſe, that all the particular 
ſtatutes and deciſions that have been made 
both by the legiſlature, and by the inferior 
judges in England, Scotland, and Ireland, for * 
only theſe laſt five hundred years, were col- 
lected together in one volume, and every deci- 
ſion and law, relating to the ſame ſubject, 
were claſſed together under one title, What 
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kind of authority would ſuch a body of laiys 
have? Could it be called, with the ſmalleſt 
propriety, the fixed and ſettled regulation of the 
Bratih Empire? In it we ſhould find one law 
'.* ordaining, and another aboliſhing the ſame 
thing; and a third eſtabliſhing the quite 
- contrary; one law in England, another in 
Scotland, a third in Ireland, all differing 
from one another, on the ſame ſubject; 
one law in force in one of thoſe coun- 
tries, and no manner of regard paid to it in 
. "the other two, and vice verſa. Now, if this 
would neceſſarily be the caſe with three 
countries, all under the ſame government, and 
ſubject to the ſame prince, it will ſurely be 
much more ſo ina collection of the church 
canons, which have been made at different 
times, during the ſpace of near eighteen cen- 
turies, on numberleſs different occaſions, and 
in a variety of different nations, all differ- 
ing from one another in their government, 
= cuſtoms, and even in their language too; and 
it is equally ridiculous, or more ſo, to call 
= ſuch a collection of canons the fixed and /et- 
tied regulations of the Church of Rome, as it 
would be to call the other collection of civil 
ſtatutes % fixed and ſettled laws of Great Bri- 
tan and Ireland. Vet both the one and the 
= other collection would be of no ſmall advan- 
tage to the reſpective rulers of church and 
ſtate, and to thoſe who applied to the ſtudy of 
the canon and civil law, as it would 
EE them great light in many particular caſes, and 
bea direction to them in forming a proper 
=. 8 judgment on theſe matters. 
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Hence you ſee, that the decretals, and in- 


deed the whole body of the canon law, as it 


ſtands in that Collection, is far from deſerving 
thoſe encomiums which you beſtow upon it. 
Vea, ſo far are they from having that weight 
you ſuppoſe, that even the decrees of general 
councils regarding church diſcipline, are not 
always admitted in every country; and there 
are ſeveral of the oanons and conſtitutions 
made by the Council of Trent itſelf, that 
regard matters different from faith, which, 


to this day, are not received in France, and 


ſome other Catholic countries: and if this be 
the caſe with decrees of general councils, it is 
much more ſo with the decrees of Popes; for 
though writers of your party againſt Roman 
Catholics, in order to render them ridiculous, 


pretend, that they believe the Pope to be in- 


fallible, and then throw out, a thouſand low 
unbecoming gibes on that ſubjet,—yet ſo far 
is that from being an article of the Roman Ca- 
tholic faith, that when the Pope emits. any 


decree concerning any point of faith, it is not 
conſidered as binding upon the faithful, unleſs - 


it be received and acknowledged as ſuch by the 
body of .the Biſhops throughout the whole 


church; for then, and then only, is it conſi- 


dered as a decree of the church, whoſe: autho- 
rity, whether when aſſembled in a general 
council, or diffuſed. ae the world, is 


always the ſame: And as for the Papal decrees 


concerning matters of diſcipline, there are 
numbers of them which never were regarded 


in any. Catholic country beyond the limits tf 
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Havi ng thus reQified your miſtepreſentation 


of the nature and authority of the deeretals in 
general, I hall now examine thoſeamong them 


which you have cited in particular. The firſt 
Loos bring, page” 8. is a decretal of Gregory IX. 
to this pu Be it known to all who are 
under the zurildictten of thoſe. who have 
openly fallen into Hereſy, that they are freed 
from the debt (or obligation) of fidelity, do- 
*'minion; and every kind of obedience to them, 
ah by*whatever means or bond they are tied 
to them, and how ſecurely ſoever they may 
be bound.“ I ſhall now allow that this de- 


* « cretal is genuine; tho', as far as ever I can 


learn, it is nowhere eiſe to be found but in 
the above collection of canons, aud their com- 
mentators; let us then examine the ſenſe of 
it: Firſt, it Tpeaks only of thoſe who have fal- 
Jen into Bere, that is, of thoſe who are mem- 
bers of that chureh, and fubject to her autho- 
ity : Secondly, Tt Speaks of thoſe Who have 


oßpemy fallen into hereſy; that is, who have 
been Furtdically proved guilty of that crime; 
for the word manifefte, Which you tranſlate 


-opertty, when required in the Canon law to 


mäke a guilty perſon obnoxious to temporal 


-putiiſhinent, Res ud erime be juridicalhy 


1 1 and ſentence paſſed againſt him as 


5 . 'Now we have ſeen above, that the 
gillature in every ſtate has the power of 


däepriving its own fubjects of every civil 


right they enjoy, in punliſhment of the crimes 


they may fall into; and we have alſo Teen, 
= that/the edaſequences annexed to excommuni- 


n by the law of God, and ſeveral * 
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laws made by the civil powers themſelves, lo, 
in fact, deprive | excommunicated heret ies of 
their civil tights. This being the caſe, in what 
other light can the above decretal he under- 
ſtood, but as a detlaration of theſe penalties 
inflicted by the laws then in force on thoſe 
who are guilty of the crime to vrhich they care 
annexed ? For the Pope does mot ſay, ae or- 
dai, or we decree, or the like, -which is the 
expreſſion uſed when laws : are enacted; but, 
et thoſe who are under the juriſdiction of 
$ excommunicated heretics know, that theſe 
« ſuperiors, being. by the laws, deprived. of 
Call civil dominion over their vaſſals, they are, 
of courſe, freed from alloobedience to them; 
juſt as if the: Lord Lieutenant of: Ireland, be⸗ 
ſote the late repeal ſhould have publiſhed a de- 
daratiom to this purpoſe: Let. all Proteſtant 
children know, that they are free from the 
uri ſdiction of their Popiſh parents, may 
4% turn them out of their eſtates hen they 
| e, and take them into their ownhands:” 
As the aws of Ireland lately ſtood, : ſuchꝭ a de- 
claration could have been made with truth; 
but as it would be ridicolous, from it, or even 
from the laws themfelves, to oonelude, in ge- 
neral, that therefore the Proteſtant religion 
authoriſes children to.cdiſhonour-and; rob their 
Popith parents; ſo it is equally ridiculous: in 
you to condlude, from the above decretal, 
mat Catholies {hold it awful: to break“ faith 
with hereticsi Even in the execution of the 
decretal ũtſelf, K the: legillature has a power to 
deprive its! p Sof their civil ri 
1 debe babes * 


Se. 4H 
it authoriſe any ſuch thing in other caſes which 
have no connection at all with that law. 


The next decree you bring of Gregory VII. is 
as little to your purpoſe as the former; it is as 
follows: We following the ſtatutes of our 

predeceſſors, do, by our apoſtolic authority, 
abſolve all thoſe from their oath of fidelity, 
* who are bound to excommunicated perſons; 
and we, by all means, prohibit them to keep 
faith with them, until they make ſatisfac- 
tion.“ — This is your own tranſlation, pages 
22. and 49. Here there is not a ſingle word 
of heretics, but a particular - puniſhment in- 
flicted upon- notorious criminals, in particular 
circumſtances; and this puniſhment is no other 
than what is a neceſſary conſequence of the 
Nate they are in; for, as the law of God obliges 
us to fly from the company of excommunicated 
- perſons, to have no communication with them, 
and not even to eat with them, it follows, of 
neceſſity, that while they are in that ſtate, all 
right or title they have to the ſervice of others 
under their authority muſt be ſuſpended; for 
if their right continues in force, and, conſe- 
.quently, if thoſe under their authority be 
obliged to ſerve them, it is plain, they can 
neither avoid them, nor ſhun communication 
with them. Now, whether the law declares 
the guilty perſon to be deprived of his right, th 
or thoſe who are under his authority to be freed e 
from their obedience to him, is it not one andi 
the ſelf-ſame thing? How is it poſſible foi n 
them to be obliged to obſerve their fidelity ta 
him, and to avoid all company or 8 0 
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cation with him? If, therefore, the law of 
God commands us to avoid the company of an 
excommunicated perſon, it, of neceſſity, ſuſ- 
pends all obligation of fidelity to him: But 
then, to produce this effect, it is neceſſary, by 
the ſame divine law, Ar, that the perſon ex- 
communicated be a member of the Church, 
and under her authority; (for, as to (thoſe that 
are without, the Church has no concern, God 
judgeth them, 1. Cor. v.'13.): And, ſecondly, 
that all due admonition have been given be- 
forehand, Tit. iii. 10. ſo that the perſon be ob- 
ſtinate and contumacious in his crime; and to 
this the Church herſelf adds, zhirdly, that the 
crime be juridieally proved upon him, and he be 
openly denounced as an excommunicated per- 
ſon, Now, by what ſhadow'of reaſon can it 
be drawn from this, that Roman Catholics 
think it lawful to break faith on any occaſion 
with Proteſtants-who are not members of their 
Church, nor under her authority, and who 
neither have, nor can be juridically tried by 
ber? Could a more childith conſequence be 
dawn, than this is, bytany reaſonable perſon? 
Perhaps you will reply, that the law of God 
commands us to have no company with evil 
wers, only that they may be aſbamed, as St. 
paul expreſſes it, 2. Theſ. iii. 14 And is not 
the above decree of Gregory VII. in the ſame 
terms? ls it not evidently a medicinal puniſh- 
ment, only uſed to make the delinquent enter 
into himſelf, and return to his duty? for it is 
expteſly added, that the prohibition of keep- 
ng faith with them, and, conſequently, the 
forfeiture of their title to it, is only till they 
| | | | return 


ally, inourred, there can be neither breach of 
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return to their. duty, and make ſatisfaction. 

It. is further to bo obſer ved; on this decree of 
Gregory MII. that in regards all excommuni- 
cated perſons, and is not confined to heretics 
alone; and, oonſeqvemtly. yon may as well 
contend from it, that Roman Gatholics have 
a principle-of breaking faith with one another 

as with hereties. In a word, it is ſelf evident, 

that if the ſupreme authority, whether. in 
church. or ſtate, has power to deprive: any of 
its ſubjectꝭ of · any of their civil rights, or to 
ſuſpend them-in puniſhment of any crime com- 
mitted by them, hen ſuch forfeitureꝭ is actu- 


faith nor. injuſtiee in thoſe who refuſe to give 
them that ſorvice: to which thaſe forfeited- 


rights. formerly; intitled them, 2 to Which 
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3 you day no as on tw taken 
e V. stlegterrto tbe Dukecof Lithu- 
aus l igtendeld 80 kaverdiſregarded it alſo; but, 
as the Publiſhors of the Scots Mhgazine for 5 
September, haye given an ample! compend of 
your N * 1 an Extract; and 
placed tho artin s dot ter as one 
on . 


of Fob pro with the 
reſt, I am under a riecefſity of pipe Coma ſome 
notice of it; lf; andowhat: Lay is, © 4 Sy by- 


brought to prove that Gatholics hold it lawful 
to break faith with heretics; it may: be: proved 
r ſoxipture, that there it n Gaz for that 8 
ery propoſition is found, word! for word, in o 
| the. * If youdepiyy: that a detached: 
| pro- 
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propoſition, taken by, itſelf, can be no- proof; 
without conſidering, by whom, and in what- 
circumſtances, and on what: occaſion it is ſaid, 
and then bid me take my Bible, and 1. will ſee: 
the folly of ſuch a a e allow all this moſt 
readily, and only, deſire you to do the. ſame. 
with Martin's letter; ſhow: me the letter, and, 
L ſhall. ſhow. you the folly. of. bringing: that. 
out. from it. 


I could not but ſmile when 1 read your ar- 
gument taken from the decree. of the Council. 
af, Trent, related by you, page 45, when 1 ſaw; 
you foiſting in the deorecs of the Popes againſt 
heretics. among the canons againſt; thoſe; who, 
violate the liberties, of, the church, and con- 
2 faith 752 cocleſiaſtical e e 
1t:18 1496N a proof - ot yqur. ignoranee ur 
affairs, as 8 hens — rather than a 
ſerious anſwer. 5 ä 


1 


er. . key wet of. Hubs and of the”, 


Council of, Conſtance, examines 


come now to your lat and. nn: 
ment, in which you ſeem to exult with a par- 
tigular confidence, and which La up the 
geateſt part of your, Pamphlet. To go through 
and point out all the, ſophiſtry and miſrepre- 
Nee are contained in what you 
there advance, would ſwell out this letter to 
too great a bulk; 1 ſhall, therefore, go more 
directly to work; and, without ſeeking any 
other ee than If Enfant himſelf, the 
7 Proteſtant 
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Proteſtant Hiſtorian and profeſſed apologift of 
John Huſs, will ſhew you a ſeries of truths 
related by that hiſtorian, the force of which 
he baſely oyerlooks, which vindicate the Coun- 
cil of Conſtance in the moſt convincing man- 
ner from even the very ſhadow of your ſlande- 
rous accuſation :—But, firſt, I acknowledge, 
that you have reaſon in blaming two citations 
from that Hiſtory, by the author of the De- 
tection, for not being exact; it is, however, a 
piece of juſtice due to the Detector, to aſſure 
you, becauſe I can do it with truth, that it 
was neither his fault, nor with any deſign; 
he had not L' Enfant's Hiſtory when he wrote 
the Detection, and was miſled by another 
work, from which he tranſcribed theſe paſſa- 
ges, and in which they were ſaid to be re- co- 
pied from L' Enfant; ſo that it was not his 


fault; and that he cduld have no deſign, will 


afterwards appear, when I ſhow, that notwith- 


n, ſtanding all the ſtreſs you lay upon theſe paſ- 


ſages, eyen as L' Enfant gives them, they do 
not, in the ſmalleſt degree, ſtrengthen your 
cauſe, The copy of L' Enfant, which I have 
at preſent before me, and which I uſe, is the 
Engliſh Proteſtant tranſlation, printed in Lon- 
don in the year 1730; and as the work itſelf 
is divided into books, and each book into 
numbers, I ſhall make all my citations by the 
book and the number, that you may the more 
eaſily conſult them; and, for the better order, 
ſhall divide what Jam to ſay into different 
LETS HE 07 | 
I. The firſt thing I propoſe here is to in- 


quite, whether or not the intention of John 
SY , 9 Huſs, 
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Huſs, in aſking a ſafe · conduct, was, that it 
might exempt him from the judgment and con- 
demnation of the Council, if found guilty, or 
from the puniſhment due to his guilt . The 
following truths will give us the fulleſt evi- 
dence concerning this: 


1. Huſs was ; ſummoned to appear before the 
Guncil, and give an account of his doctrine. 
In conſequenee of his books, Bohemia be- 
« came the theatre of an inteſtine war.—As 
there were hopes that the Conneil might pa- 
* cify theſe troubles, John Hufs was ſuramon- 
* ed to it, and he went thither vid all his 
6 | heart, * 1 No. 23. N 


3 Though he had not been inclined, it 
“ would have been ver opt for him to 
« have excuſed himſelf, Sigiſmund (the En- 

« peror) having written to Winceſlaus (King 
© of Bohemia, and the Emperor's vrothr) 1 to 
4 ' ſend him thither. Did. 


Ks That he went thus willin ly, and of his 
own accord, is alſo acknow edged by the 
Lords of Bohemia, in their letter to the Em- 
peror, B. I. No. 61. and by John Huſs him- 
ſelf, who ſaid; in the onda of the Emperor 
and others, © That there were ſo many nobles 

in Bohemia, who honoured him with their 
protection, that if he had not been inclin- 
ed to come to the Council of his own ac- 

cord, they could have put him into a place 
2 bb ſecure, that neither the Emperor, nor the 
$a | | 2 King | 


. * 
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* King of Bohemia. would ever have had the 


power to ſend him to it. B. III. No. 6. 


4 own innocence,” B. I. No. 23. and willing 


to be tried by the Council; and, in this per- 
ſuaſion, He cauſed: writings to be fixed up 


at the doors-of. all;the-churches, and all the 


40 palaces of Prague, to notify his departure, 


* and to invite all perſons to come to Con- 


4 ſtance to be witneſſes, either of his inno- 


tt cenee, or of his conviction,” B. I. No. 24. 


John Huſs cauſed papers of this kind to be 
gut up in every plase on his road to Con- 


4 ſtance, as may be ſeen in his works. Hid. 
Copies of theſe papers are given by L Enfant, 
in the ſame; number. 


18 


; 8. When Hufs's- new doctrines began to 


make a: noiſe. in Bohemia, he was, delated to 


Nome, and! the Pope: ſummoned bim to appear 
before the Court of Raume. Huſs refuſed K-04 
a 


and, for this contumacy, after a year an 
| half, het wasy excommunicated, bythe: Pope; 


aminſt-whieh,* Huſt appealed to Jeſus Chriſt, 


till the! next Council,” B, I. No. 23. or, as 


* 


our author words it: ſonn aften, He appealed 


8 to the Council” Thidinear the. end. 
6. Hub fubjectedchimſelf to the judgment 


of: the: Council, and! offered willingly to un- 
dergo whatever puniſhment the: law inflicted, 


it he. ſhould bo con victedofſteaching:on holding 


bs - hereſy. Io:the-papor he cauſed to bo fixed up 


om all the churches of Bohemia, he ſays, © 1 


* make 


* 


* +2 
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15 make it known to all Bohemia, and to the 
« whole world, that- [i ſhall} go with the firſt 
opportunity, and make my appearance in 
the Couneil, where” the Pope is to preſide, 
* tothe end! that; if there bir any one Wh 
ſuſpectꝭ me of hereſy, he may- repair thi· 
«' ther, and demonſtrate before the Popo, and 
*. the doctors; whether Jever held and taugt 
any  falſe- and: erroneous: opinions; and if' 
they can con vince me of any error; or of 
having taught any thing contrary to the 
«-Chriftian' faith, I will readily: ſubmit to all 
* the pains of Herotics: B. I. No: 24. All 
the-Bohemian Lords who were of Huſs's par- 
ty were of the ſame! mind; for when they 
heard of his imprifonment- before his Oondem- 
nation, they wrote to the Emperor, begging 
bim to. procure the liberty of John Huſs, to 

©the end that he may be 5 Jene cif; innocent, . 
* or panier if guilty.” 'B: I No. 67, 


777 Hiſs even held it as an article: of bis- = 
doQrine, which he declared before the Coun- 
eil that if a heretic will not renounce his 
errors; after inſtĩuction, he- ouglit to be pu- 
{q -— aa B HE No: 7. andere! 
article 18. | 


Now tell me; Revetend Sir; Ae 5 yon 
think is the- natural conſequence that neceſſa 
he ve flows\from theſt ſeven: trutlis, ſo fully. 

by L Enfant?” john Huſs appeals. 
cke Go Seele againff' a ſentence which he | 
hou ht unjuſt; he is ſummoned by his la- 


ſuperiors to appear before the Council, 
| there 


- 


8 oor aan to Som , By: ME 
duct. , ” 'S — 


it not neceſſarily follow from al 


"0-0-2 
there to give account of his doctrine, and have 


it judged; he cheerfully obeys the ſummons, 


and goes willingly, and of his own accord; 
he publicly declares, in the face of the whole 
walks, that he is willing and ready to ſubmit 
to the judgment of the Council, and to all the 

nniſhment the law ordains for hereſy, if he 


be convicted of that crime. He even declares, 
as an article of his doctrine, that obſtinate 


heretics ought to be puniſhed ge Eran Does 
this, that it 
never entered into his head to ſeek a ſafe- con- 


duct from the Emperor, to defend. him from 


the judgment of the Council? And, indeed, 
how ridiculous would it have been, after ſuch 
declarations, to have deſired the Emperor to 
give him ſecurity, that though he ſhould be 


found guilty, neither the Council ſhould be 
allowed to condema -or. puniſh him, nor the 
civil laws againſt obſtinate heretics be execut- 
ed upon him? Hence, it evidently 3 
that the ſafe · conduct was never ſought, and 
conſequently, never given as a defence againſt 
> _ the conſequences of his crime, if found guil- 
ty; and, therefore, when the Council, upon 


his being found guilty, condemned him to The 
degraded and delivered over to the civil pow- 


er, and when the civil power, in conſequence 


of his being found guilty, puniſhed him with 
death, as the law. ordained, neither the one 


= nor the other could poſſibly be guilty, even in 


the ſmalleſt degree, of a breach of 0 faith 
e- con- 
1 1: 


II. The 
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II. The ſecond thing to be conſidered is, 


whether the Emperor intended, by his ſafe- 
conduct, to hinder the judgment of the Coun- 
cil againſt Huſs, and to exempt him from the 
conſequences of his condemnation, if he 
ſhould be found guilty ? — The negative of 
this is a neceſſary conſequence of what I have 
juſt now proved; for if Huſs never aſked the 
Emperor to defend him from the judgment of 
the Council, nay, if he openly. proteſted, that 
he was willing to ſtand to that judgment, how 
could the Emperor evendream of giving him a 
ſafe- conduct of that nature? By all that I can 
gather from L' Enfant, it does not appear, that 


the Emperor was perſonally acquainted with 


Huſs, or that he ever ſaw him till they met at 
the Council; however, he had. been fully in- 
formed of the diſturbances raiſed in Bohemia 
by Huſs's doctrine; he knew it had been con- 
demned by the clergy as erroneous, he knew 
that Huſs louded aſſerted the contrary, and 
proteſted his innocence ; that he appealed to 


the Council, and declared he was willing to be 


tried there, and to ſtand to its determination, 
if found guilty: And the Emperor was ſo far 
inclined to believe him innocent, that he wrote 


to the Lords of Bohemia, as L' Enfant pre- 
tends, that “ he was very glad to hear of 


* Hulſs's deſign to go to the Council, in hopes 
* that there he would juſtify himſelf,” B. I. 
No. 57. In theſe circumſtances, Huſs applies 
to the Emperor for a ſafe- conduct to go to the 
Council; could the Emperor even imagine, he 
wanted this to exempt him from the judgment 


of the Council ? Let us ſuppoſe Huſs had expli- 
t 6028 » * citly 
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eitly demanded ſuch a ſafe- conduct, and told 
| that he; was willing indeed to:go atid be tried 
by the Council, and was confident he could 
defend his innocence; but begged the Empe- 
ror, that, in caſe it ſhowld be otherwiſe, and 
the Council ſhould -fradihiwm:guilty, and con- 
demn him, he would defend him from all pu- 
niſhment, and allow him to return in ſafety to 
Bohemia; ſuppoſe, I ſay, fuch:a:propoſal had 
been made to the Emperor, what would he 
have thought of it? MWould he not have ſpurn- 
ed at it with indignation, as: am iniſult of the 
deepeſt dye? Huſswas:accaſed oof preaching, 
not only heretical, but ſeditious doctrine zi diſ- 
turbances and embocils had already cbeem raiſ- 


ed int Bohemia by:means of is doctrine, he 


was Wälling to have lit :tried-at the. Council, 
but: would have the Emperor to prom iſe him 
ſecurity againſt the neceſſaryiand legal. oonſe- 
quences of ſuch trialꝰif fonad guilty; and that 
we ſhould tbe allowed to go: home in ſafety, 
and continue to pteachchis errors and raiſe ſe- 
Aition las before What a: ridiculous demand 
would this have been 1: 1t is equally ridiculous 
to fuppoſe, that it:ever entered into the Em- 
peror s head to give him a ſafe⸗ conduct for 
. Fuch -a purpoſe. Nay, how far: the Emperor 
was from ſuchia e vos truths 
will make manifeſt. 


1. The Emperor declared that the Coun- 
be bees tolact as they pleaſed in matters 
% oftifaith ; that theymmight proceed | accord- 
a. to ſthe rules:againſt ſuch as were notori- 


Ys awath 6 
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n 
« according to their deſerts, after 'having 
heard them publicly.” B. I. No. 57. 


2. After Huſs's ſecond public hearing, the 
Emperor, ſeeing his doctrine and conduct in a 
very different light from his former vaunts and 
boaſtings, and that he now refuſed to ſubmit 
to the Council, earneſtly exhorted him not to 
petſiſt in his obſtinacy but ſubmit, and de- 
clared that he had © given him a ſafe- conduct, 
and put him under the protection of two 
Bohemian Lords, to the end that no Way | 
might he done him, and that he might fpea 
« with freedom, and give an account of his 
„faith in füll council; and he appeals to 
Huſs himſelf, that the council had fo well 
* anſwered his intentions, that he cannot 
enough thank them: He then-exhorts him 
toſubmiſſion and obedience, and promiſes, if 
he does ſo, that he fhall retire with the good 


will of the council; but if not, he concludes T7 


thus, For out part we thill be ſo far from 
fſupporting you in your errors and ohſtinacy 
„that we will wich our own hands Kindle the 
«fire to burn you, rather than tolerate you 
« longer” B. III. No. 6. 


3. At'Huſs's third hearing before the coun- 
cil, all the errors laid to his charge were 
duced one by one and examined; and after all 
was over, and Huſs war "withdrawn, the Em- 
peror delivered his opinion to the council in theſe 
terms : You! have heard the articles laid to 
the charge of *John'Huſs, In my opinion, 
there is not a ſingle one among them _ 
+ - 66 oes 
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* does not call for the- puniſhment of fire. If 


therefore, he do not retract all, I am for 
* having him burnt. And even though he 
« ſhould obey the council, I am of opinion 
that he ſhould be forbid to preach or teach, 
« or ever to ſet foot again in the kingdom of 
Bohemia. For, if he be ſuffered to preach, and 
« eſpecially in Bohemia, where he has a ſtrong 
party, he will not fail to return to his natu- 
« ral bent, and even to ſow new errors worſe 
c than the former.” B. III. No. 12. The be- 
haviour of Huſs's followers in Bohemia, the 
ſeditions they raiſed, the devaſtations they 
committed, and the bloody wars they carried 
on for many years, ſhow that the Emperor was 
no bad politician in this opinion. 


From theſe three facts, thus clearly eſta- 
bliſhed by L' Enfant, it evidently. appear, 
that the Emperor was very far from ever in- 
tending to hinder the council to act with all 
freedom in judging John Huſs; and much leſs 
to free him from the condemnation of the 
council, or from the puniſhment due to his 
crimes by the civil laws, if he ſhould be found 

guilty; conſequently he did not give the ſafe- 
conduct, with the intention of exempting Huls 
from the puniſhment he might be found to de- 
ſerve. And if ſo, it neceſſarily follows, that 
Huſs being condemned by the council, and 
delivered over to the civil power to be puniſh- 


ect as their laws ordain, the Emperor, in or- 


dering him to be burnt according to theſe laws, 

was by no means guilty of any breach of faith, 
or of acting contrary to the 1 
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had given him; and much leſs was the coun- 


eil itſelf guilty of any ſuch breach of faith 


againſt the ſafe - conduct, in condemning Huſs 

as his crimes deſervet. 118 
III. The third thing to be done is to _exa- 

mine what was the real intention of the ſafe- 


conduct, for what end it was aſked, and with 


what vie w it was given? This will evidently 
appear from the following truths, acknowledg- 
ed and related by our author. | 


* The Univerſity of Prague was divided 
among four nations, to wit, Bohemia, (of 


which Prague is the capital), Bavaria, Poland, 


and Saxony, and theſe three laſt were includ- 
ed in one, under the name of the German na- 
tion. Theſe being mote numerous than the 
Bohemians, who were the natives of the coun- 
try, but who at that time neglected their ſtu- 


dies very much, inſenſibly became maſters of 18 
three. votes in all their academical delibera- ' - f 


tions, and, by theſe means, of all the profits 
of the Univerſity. John Huſs, perceiving the 


diſguſt this gave to ſome of his countrymen, * 
joined in an application to Court for.redreſs, 
and had the intereſt, eſpecially by means of 


the Queen, to procure a decree, whereby the 
Bohemians were to have three votes, and the 
German nation only one. The Germans, pro- 
voked that they had loſt their cauſe, and by 
that means their privileges, deſerted the Uni- 


verſity by thouſands: And John Huſs Was 


choſen. Rector, See for all this, B. I. No. 22, 
23. This conduct of Huſs procured him the 


G enmity 


( 82 ) 
entity of all the Germans, and when ſoon af. 
| ter he'was ſummoned by the ah 54 to appear 
| at Rome, the Court and Univerſity ſent a de- 
putation, to defire the Pope to diſpenſe with 
his appearance, and gave this for a reaſon, 
„ Becauſe it was not ſafe for him to go to 
* Rome, by reaſon of the enemies he had in 
Germany.“ B. I. No, 23. And in his ap- 
peal from the ſentence of excommunication 
pronounced upon him by the Pope for contu- 
macy, he gave this as one excuſe for his not 
appearing, © Becauſe ambuſhes were laid for 
me on the road.“ Ibid. And our author 
again acknowledpes, that when he ſet out from 
Prague, to go to the council, © he had indeed 
a great many enemies in Germany.” No. 25. 


*" x ww a, pop gs wes oo 


2. The Emperor himſelf, in the council, Ni 
declared to Huſs, © That he had given him WM » 
«his ſafe-conduR;' and placed him under the Ne 
rotection of two Bohemian lords before he IM of 
left Prague, who accompanied him the Wo 
whole way, to the end that no injury might MW vi 
I be done him, and that he might ſpeak with l 

„ freedom, and give an account of his faith Wi fo! 
| in fall council.“ And when the Emperor Wu! 
=— Had finiſhed his difcourſe, John Huſs © gave Win 
= © him immortal thanks for the ſafe- conduct ¶ che 

he had granted him.“ B. III. No. 6. 


Theſe facts, together with thoſe above, let 
ns ſec at once the nature and purport of the 
”  fafe-condudt. Huſs was moſt willing to go to 
the Council; he was ſo confident of his inno- 
cence that he feared nothing there; he even 
r . | willingly 


c 
(c 
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willingly ſubmitted himſelf to the judgment 


of he Council, and had appealed to it: But 
in going from Parague to Conſtance, he had 


to make acroſs all Germany, a journey, which 


took him pp From the 11th-of October, till 
ovember. In Germany he had 


the 4th of 
many enemies; and had refuſed to anſwer the 


Pope's ſummon. to Rome, for fear of theſe 
enemies, and becauſe ambuſhes were laid for 


him on the way. Here we have a natural and 
adequate cauſe for demanding the Emperor's 


protection againſt any attempt that might be 
made to . him by theſe his enemies, either 
by the wa going to the Council, or at Con- 
ſtance itſelf, or upon his return home, if he 
was found innocent, as he was confident 
would be the caſe. Accordingly the Emperor, 
in full council, declared to Huſs, That this 
was the end for which he gave him the ſafe- 
conduct, and committed him to the protection 
of two Bohemian lords, during the whole 
journey, that no injury might be done him; for 


which Huſs gave him immortal thanks, In 


ike manner, when Huſs applied to the Pope 
tor his protection, he gave —— the ſame aſ- 
ſurance, that he ſhould. protect him from any 
njuftrce. From. all which, it is evident, that 
the ſole end for which the ſafe· conduct was 
ſought by Huſs, or given by the Emperor, 


vas to protect him from injury and injuſtice, 


but by no means to exempt him from the, pu- 
viſhment. due to his crimes by the laws, * * 
vas eee | NH S bnd 
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entertain him 2 furniſhing him with all 
iſp 


any thing from him or his, at coming in or 
going out, for any ſort of duties whatſoever; 
Jjourn, ſtop, and repaſs: and providing bim, 
- *mnour and reſpect of our Imperial Majeſty. 
1 Now, ; good Sir, I beg of you; 1 the ſake 


of truth, honour, and conſcience, to ſay, it 


conduct which gives the leaſt inſinuation ol 


— 


(% ) 


This is ſtill further manifeſt; from the words 


of the ſafe-condu@ itſelf, which, as you do 
not fayour your readers with an Engliſh tran- 


lat ion of it, I ſhall here tranſcribe from my 


Proteſtant tranſlator, B. I. No. 39.—“ Sigiſ- 
„mund, by the Grace of God, King of the 


Romans, &c. to all Princes as well eccleſi- 


aſtical as ſecular, &c. and to all our other 
fubjects, greeting. We affectionately recom- 
mend to all of you in general, and every one 


of you in particular, the Honourable Mr. 


John Huſs, B. D. and M. A. the bearer of 
©theſe preſents, going from Bohemia to the 
* Counct] of Conflance: Whom we have taken 
into our protection and ſafe- guard, and into 
that of the Empire; deſiring you, when he 
comes among/t you, to receive him well, and 
neceſſaries for his diſpatch and ſecurity, whe- 
ther he goes by land or water, without taking 


C and to let him freely and ſecurely paſs, ſo- 
if need be, with good paſſports, for the ho- 
© Given at Spires, 18th October 1414, &c. 


there be any one expreſſion in all this ſafe 


exceeding Huſs from the judgment and con 
demnation of the council, if found guilty 
or indeed, if any other ſenſe or purport - 


\ ; 
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be drawn from it, but a protection from all 
injuries and moleſtation during his journey, 


whether in going to Conſtance, or in returning 
from it; and a warm recommendation to ſhew 
him all civilities and good offices by the way. 
He is recommended to all the Emperor's ſub- 
jets as a, perſon going from | Bohemia to Gon= 
ftance; they are deſired, when, he, comes amo 

them to receive him well, &c. and #0: farni/ 

bim with all neceſſaries for diſpatch and ſecuri- 


ty, whether he goes by land or ſea; and allo. to 


provide bim with good paſſports, when he 


from one place to another. Does not all this vi- 


dently relate to his ſecurity during the joneney 
only? Can malice itſelf, draw any other ſenſe 
or meaning from it? It is true, indeed, the 


Emperor, from the confidence Hufs. always 


ſeemed to have of his | own ;jpnocence, Hape 
be would juſtify himſelf at the council, (B. L. No. 
57.), and if ſo, would need the ſame protec- 
tion from his German enemies in returning 
bome ag in going to Conſtanoe; and therefore 
he extended the ſafe · conduct to his return alſo, 


and required of all to uſe him as above-menti- 


oned; and give him all manner of freedom 


and ſecurity, to go, ſtay amongſt them; or 

even to return again; But could any thing be 
more ridiculous t to pretend, that, becauſe | 
the Emperor deſires all to uſę him well on his 
journey, and let him both go and return with 


freedom and ſecurity, he therefore binds him- 


ſelf to exempt him from all the effects of his 
crimes,.. and. gives him ſecurity. that, even i 
though found guilty, he ſhall — allowed to 

e If the Emperor had in fact givon 


him 


6869) 
him ſuch a ſecurity, it is plain, he would have 
acted Hke a fool, and contrary to all juſtice 
and to the public good; for, to what purpoſe 
call a eguncil, and bring a criminal to be judg- 
ed by it, if ſecutity be given him that, even 
though found -aiſly; he ſhould' be protected 
from the laws; and ſet off without puniſhment ? 
Did it ever enter into the mind of any man 
who had a grain of common ſenſe, to ſuppoſe 
a ſufe-eonduct of this nature? But (though 
there were any dubiouſneſs in the expreſſion) the 

himſelf has fafficiently cleared it up, 
when he told Huſs in open council, that © he 
* given him a ſaft· conduct that no injury 
72 Vr Be done him but by no means to ſcreen 
him from jaſtice; for that he himſelf would, 
*% ft Bir own Bands; "Rindle the fire to burn 
em, If he eoiitittied obſtinate in his wicked 
„Aokiefues, e | 
"Ny. 7 E fond 121 7 2 | 
teig al 0 e muſt b evnchide, that 
John Huſs, being Wund guilty and obſtinate, 
Was juſtiy condemned to depgrition and death, 
accerdi = tlie eceleſtaſtical and civil laws 
then in and N neither the council 
noc th Rasierer in the ſmalleſt degree 
ty of any — f faith in condemning 
im. And, indesd! this p 1 o very clear 
l that even L' Enfant himſelf fairly 
allows it; | his pile rm #"Fhe Empe- 
* ror's' Kale. 1494 was not violated fo much 


by the erreutidtt of John Huls #s by his im- 
* priſonment: For, if, after ah *Examination, 
* according to due evuffe of law, "the council 
2 found John Hufs'a heretic, they ag 

7 
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the right, according to the 1 of thoſe 


« times, to ſentence him to the flames, and 
« and deliver him over to the ſecular arm.“ B. 
iv. No. 32. 


Having thus F up the nature and p r. 
port of \ ſate-conduQ, the cauſe of a 
it, SR the intention of giving it, I ſhall = 
leave it to your own, conſcience, and to the 
impartial public, to decide what judgment 
common ſenſe. muſt: make of the following 
paſſages i in your pamphlet. If the Empe- 
+ ror's.. ſafe-condud to John Huſs, as related 
« by L Enfant, does not bear, that the culprit 
was to return rum, as Well as to paſs ta, the 
council of Conſtance, I am willing to 0 WK — 
* ſidered as deep, in guilt ag * 


9 e you ſpeak of. p. 3. 
4 As the council delivered over the . 


p Priſoner to the ſecular arm, Which waaa 


ceremony preparatory to his being put to 

N oF, which nothing was., wanting 
« but hi e eg EL a of 
« Huſs's ond v, it is demonſtration to 


the my” that. the. members of it did not 


« believe Hufs's paſſport ta be. obligatoty, or, 
1 1 in other Words, a 500 believe it _ no- 


1 ceſſary to keep Faith with bim, &. p. 32. 


Inſtead of exerting their authority to fave 7 
+ the unfortunate man, as honour, conſcience, 
principle, every thing that, is ſacred among 
C men, required them io do, in ſpite. of 
* and in Be. face. of every, obligation and bond 


W where- 


3 tain at once 


25 do a 
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« wherewith men can be bound, they gave 
him over to the ſecular arm, on pu purpoſe that 


* he might be put to death, and, in ſo doing, 
« were guilty of the moſt deteſtable perfidy ; 


% and not merely art and part, but principles 


in his murder; the ſentence being theirs, 


= and the execution only the act of the civil 


« powers. p. 33. A charitable, indeed, and 


| humane. wn: ape and ſolidly founded! 


4 To fay farther: with the BENE that Huſs 


* m der Tos only be judged, but puniſhed, as 


ice ſhall require; if by puniſhing him is 
meant any thing more than depriving him 
7 «iof Chriſtian. communion 'by excommunica- 
tion; and, particularly, if it ſuppoſes that 
< he might be impriſoned, though under the 
* puardianſhip of iths Emperor and empire, 
* and even the council itſelf, that is to main- 
ds aft Me! i 5 ical, and the 

"Fe Kay. -- Py doftrine. P. 35=36. | 
«If 2 7 Haft its e Bivjeror di not 
hat was in his er to do; conſe- 
* quently, as he promiſed him 4. ſafe return 


1 3 the coungil, Kad yet did not fave him, 


„ when he might have done it, his Majeſty 


*tands condemiſed of perfidy, and even mur- 


der by the verdict . 8 council.“ 


Lu = X 
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The intelligeitt dit will catly "fee, foes 
what" is above, c hey much fal 500d. 'miſ- 


repreſentation, „ eren declacation, and 


_ viiſair" reaſoning, all theſe paſſages are filled, 
which, 
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Chriſtian charity. © 


IV. The next thing to be examined, is, whe- 
ther the faith given to Huſs by the ſelf- con- 
duct of the Emperor, was broken by his im- 
priſonment; which is another part of your 
accuſation, and is the thing L' Enfant chiefly 
inſiſts on; for, after acknowledging that, hav- 
ing found him a heretic, © they were in the 
right, according to the uſage of thoſe times, 
« to ſentence him to the flames, and deliver 
him over to the ſecular arm;“ he immedi- 
ately adds, but to impriſon him before they 
had examined him; and even after he had 
declared that he would fubmit to the Coun- 
„eil, and that he was ready to retra as ſoon 
„as he ſhould be convicted of hereſy, was a 
* notorious infraction 'of- the public faith.” 
Ld $4.4 45E (234, 


To proceed with clearnefs and preciſion on 
this point, we muſt firſt conſider, the nature 
of 2" faſecbonduct, and the obligations that 
flow from it, on the part both of thoſe who 
ave, and of thoſe Who receive it: When a 
perſon accuſed of any crime is ſummoned to 
appear before his lawful judge, and refuſes to 
come, this refuſal muſt ariſe either from a con- 
ſeioufnefs of guilt, or an apprehenſſon of vio- 
lende. If from a conſcioulnefs of guilt, and 
of the impoſſibility of concealing it upon = 


| WITT (2 
trial, no ſafe- conduct whatſoever will induce 
ſuch a one to appear if he can avoid it: A 
promiſe of indemnity, upon his ſubmiſſion, is 
the WF thing that will engage him to give up 
himſelf to the hands of his ſuperiors: but if 
a perſon be innocent, or is fully perſuaded he 
is ſo, he can have no reaſonable pretext to re- 
fuſe being tried, but only the apprehenſion of 
violence; and this violence he may apprehend, 
either from his judges, as if they would not 
give him a fair trial, or from the danger of go- 
ing to the place of judgment, by reaſon of ene- 
mies on the way In either of theſe caſes, a 
ſafe · conduct, from a proper authority, is a ſuffi- 
cient remedy to his fears, and gives a full ſe- 
curity both of his having fear play at his trial, 
and of being preſerved from al injury on his 
journey... Conſequently, ſuch a, ſafe- conduct 
obliges thoſe who: give. it to ſee it fully per- 
formed in both its parts. But on the other 
band, the accuſed perſon ho receiyes it con- 
tracts alſo. his obligations of demeaning, him. 
ſelf as an obedient and peaceable ſubject; and 
it is particularly incumbent upon him, = to 
abuſe; the ſafe-conduR given him, ner, under 
pretext of that, to fly n the. face, of the law, 
and commit new crimes, or even to perſiſt in 
thoſe of which he is accuſed, and for which 
he is going to be tried ;, for certainly it can ne- 
ver be. ſuppoſed, that a ſafe· conduct can au- 
thoriſe one to diſobey the laws, or ferecn him 
from the puniſhment due ta ſuch diſobedience 
In this you. will readily, join iſſue with me 
« For ſtrangers,” you acknowledge, page 28 
_ _* as well as natural born ſubjeQs, are 8 
2 £ * Ren dee bot 
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« both by the law of God and nations, to 
«* obey the lawful reſcripts of the ſupreme 


powers, in every kingdom or ſtate where 
they refide for the time being; protection 
* and obedience being fo far undoubtedly re- 
« cjproeal:” Conſequently, one who receives 


even a ſpecial perſonal protection from any 


power, by means of a ſafe- conduct, is doubly 
obliged to a reciprocal obedience z and if he 
refuſes this obedience, he certainly forſeits his 
protection. | 
We have ſeen that Huſs had no \pprekea- 

fion of - injuſtice from the council; he 
ea to it; he went to it willingly ; he ſubjeR- 
ed himſelf to its judgment; but he had ene- 
nes by the way, and of theſe he was afraid: 
ne aſks a ſaſe- conduct, and he gets it, not on- 
1 ee him from all injury on his jour- 
ut alſo, to give him all manner of liber- 
te ak for himſelf on his trial; and with 
this hea arrives ſafe at” Conſtance. But as this 
ſpecial protection had been readily given him, 
de became ſtrictly bound to demean: himſelf 


then in being, and to the juſt commands of his 


will dreck us in this e, 
Wy SIT rr 
vine when the Gettaine were n 
* « Vniveebiy of Prague, the Bohemians: 
to dogmatize more publicly againſt che c 
* gy, according to the notions of Wickliff 
ho Huſs, who at "that time was choſen 
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with all fobmiffion and obedience to the laws 


ful ſuperiors: We muſt now enquire if he 
lit le. — Tbe following facts from LBafant 


S rector, 


E 


rector, ſpoke openly of him as a ſaint, in his 

4%. public lectures, and in his ſermons, and ſoon 

brought over great numbers to his party, 
This coming to the knowledge of the Pope 

he ordered the Archbiſhop of Prague to ale 

4 all his diligence to ſtop the progreſs of theſe 

innovations; who thereupon cauſed Wick- 

„ 'liff's books to be burnt, and interdicted 

John Huſs from /preaching.—But notwith- 

& ſtanding this he continued preaching, and 

« in his ſermons makes honourable mention 

“ of Wickliff, and blames the Archbiſhop for 

the interdict. In the mean time his erro- 

© neous doctrine is dilated to Rome; he is 

„ ſummened by the Pope to appear before 

4 bim, to 3 5 for himſelf; he refuſes to 

1 go; his doctrine is e emed and himſelf 

' % exeammunicated;:-, from which ſentence he 

*, appeals to the Council. Continuing obſti- 

“ nately to go on his own way, he is again in- 

1 tordicted by his biſhop, and forbid preach- 

© 66 ing at Prague; upon which he retires, and 

writes ſeverał tracts in defence of his doc- 

u trine ; and particularly his Treatiſe on the 

Church, from 'whence moſt of the articles 

5-/for which he was condemned were extracted; 

and another, which be calls the S Errors, 

| 7 * Andwchich. was received with great greedineſs 

3 by the greateſt part f Bohemia, For all this 

8 Pe. $4 AN B. J. No. 23. where he alſo ob- 

ſer ves that by this means, and the op bea 

che met with from. the other: party, * Bohemi 
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Here we have a very ſtrange -piaure of 
Huſs's diſpoſition : He is bound by the ſtricteſt 
eccleſiaſtical laws, and by-his own ſolemn pro- 
miſe, made at his ordination, to obey his bi- 
ſhop; his new doQrine cauſes great diſturb- 
ance, his biſhop interdicts him from preach- 
ing, and he diſregards his commands and 
preaches ſtill, and even blames his ſuperior for 
forbidding him. His doctrine is delated to the 
ſupreme Jace in his Church, who ſummons 
him to appear; he refuſes to go; his doctrine 
is condemned, and himſelf excommunicated. 
This ſentence, by all the ecclefiaſtical laws, 
obliged him not only to deſiſt from preaching 
of any kind, but alſo from officiating in any 
codloliatiical duty: he deſpiſes all that, and 
goes on as before: His biſhop again prohibits 
him from preaching in the city of Prague; 
and as he could not reſiſt this particular order 
under his biſhop's own eye, he retires, but in 
his retirement compoſes books filled with the 
mmoſt peſtiferous doctrines, and publiſhes them 
every here to corrupt the people. However, 
all this was done before he ſet out for Con- 
g ſtance, or got his ſafe- conduct; nor, but when 
he gets that protection, and is going to the 
place where he is to be tried, does he ſhow any 
more regard for the laws, or for the orders of 
bis ſuperiors ? Whatever his own idea of his 
doctrine may have been, he knew it was a no- 
velty, and quite contrary to the doctrine then 
eſtabliſhed; in the Chriſtian, world: He knew 
it had raiſed great diſturbance in his native 
country; he knew it was again and again con- 
demned by his lawful ſuperiors; he knew he 
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was expreſsly forbid by them to preach it, at 
leaſt till the Council to which he had appeal- 
ed ſhould give judgment about it; he knew 


he was excommunicated by the higheſt autho- 
rity in the church; he knew that this excom- 
- munication obliged him, by all the laws then 


in force in the church, to abſtain from preach- 
ing or teaching of any kind, much more from 
preaching a doctrine condemned as erroneous 
by his lawful ſuperiors; and alſo from admi- 
niſtering the Sacraments, celebrating the di- 
vine office, or any other eccleſiaſtical functi- 


on; and conſequently was doubly obliged, 


whilſt under the protection of his ſafe-con- 


IF duct, faithfully to obey and ſubmit to all theſe 


duties. Let us ſee, then, what account L En- 
fant gives of his behaviour. 


2. He tells us, that at Pernaw, Weyden, 
Sulzback, and in general, in all the places 
through which bo paſſed, he never failed to 
have public and private conferences with 
numbers, and ſpread his doctrine among the 
people; and that all that can be gathered 
From bis own account is, tbat he ſeemed very well 
pleaſed with the good reception that was given 
Bim every-where, both to his perſon and doc- 


. 


b 


| trine;” B. I. No. 25. N | 5 
5 E Notwithſtanding | this behaviour on the 


way, when be arrived at Conſtance, he was 


* moſt. courteouſly received by the Pope, who aſ- 
 fured him of his protection againſt all injuſtice: 
Nay. he went ſtill further, he even took off 
in a great meaſure, the ex communication 


allowed 


( 9s ) 
allowed him to ſay maſs in private, and only 
forbade him to appear in the churches in pub- 
lic, in order to prevent ſcandal, and popular 
combuſtion ; but he was by no means allowed 
to preach; and it appears that they were very 
much afraid he would do jo; yet it is certain 
John Huſs expected to preach in public; and we 
find two Sermons he had prepared for that pur- 
poſe, inſerted among his works, B. I. No. 26. 
One ſhould think, that ſo much lenity and in- 
dulgence, notwithſtanding his behaviour on 
the journey, ſhould have made him the more 
ſubmiſſive and obedient in obſerving the reſtric- 
tions he ſtill lay under; let us ſee if it did fo. 
4. In order to preſerve the legal formalities, 
two divines of Prague were commiſſioned to 
act as his accuſers, and bring in what charge 
was laid againſt him; they are repreſented by 
L Enfant, from Huſs's own teſtimony, as act- 
ng with great ardour againſt him; and then 
de adds: *Tis true, that as he had his ſafe- 
conduct, and the Pope's promiſe to rely on, 
he talked in his own houſe with a great deal 
* of freedom, maintaining his doQrine either 
in his converſation or compoſitions ;; he alſo 
* ſaid maſs every day in a room near his bag- 
* nio, in preſence of all the neighbourhood 
* who crouded to ſee him.” B. 1. No. 35.— 
Now, Sir, I appeal to yourſelf, if this beha- 
nour was not a manifeſt abuſe of the lenity 
hown him, and a perverting his ſafe- conduct, 
by uſing it as a cloak to fly in the face of his 
awful fuperiors, and diſobey their commands. 
dat tine i not all h 
2 5. The 


£3 
5. The biſhop. of Conſtance, whoſe imme. 
diate, duty it was to preſerve his own flock 
from all bad doctrine, ſeeing him go on this Ml 
way, © ſent his vicar and official to him, to 
« repreſent to him, that as he was excommu- 


% 


* nicated not only by the Pope, but by the Ml { 
Council too, he ſhould not offer to ſay maſs; f 
but that John Huſs declared, he did not care He 
* a ruſh for the excommunication, and that heb 
would ſay maſs as often as he could.” Ibid. d 
Here we ſee John Huſs at defiance with his b 
lawful judges, contemning their authority, diſ-Wh 
regarding their commands, and perſiſting in his 
own way, in open obedience to them. It in 
true, L' Enfant, who relates this laſt affair 
from Reichenthal, a contemporary author Wa; 
who was preſent at the Council, would faint 
-queſtion the truth of it, becauſe, ſays he, te be 
ope had taten off. the excommunication, as Wi 
before obſerved; befides it is certain he had nol pa 
yet been excommunicated by the Council ; but th 
tho! the Pope pa taken off the excommuni n 
cation as to the interior and main part; ye; 
he had expreſsly forbid him to ſay maſs in pub 
lic or dogmatize, and in both theſe Huſs hae 
as expreſsly diſobeyed his orders; beſides, thi 
anſwer of Huſs to the Biſhop's vicar is entire n 
ly conformable to the doctrine he taught; fo er 
in the bock of Six Errors, which he publiſheq ent 
beſore he left Prague, as L Enfant himſelf rei 
lates, the fifth article he there attacks as af. 
error is, * That. excommunication binds, an 
actually excommunicates a, perſon. again] 
« whom it is fulminated, whether it be juſt oſs 
no obſtinate cr 


* not.“ B, I. 


* * 9 
* * 1 


No. 23. Now 
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minal will think he deſerves that puniſhment, 


and therefore, if he be of Huſs' 5 n wilt 
ed it as Huſs did. * 


This being the caſe, [apnea] to the common 
ſenſe of all mankind, whether Huſs did not 
forfeit all right to protection from his ſafe- 
conduct by ſuch behaviour? But what was to 
be done? They ſaw his obſtinate -head-ftrong 
diſpoſition; they ſaw, if Jeft'to enjoy that li- 
berty with which they had hichadte Aandulgzd 
him, he would ſtill go on to ſptead his peſtiferous 
doctrine among the people, and corrupt their 
minds bottr by word and writ; they therefore 
wiſely reſolved (and were certainly bound in 
duty to their charge, as guardians of the faith of 
the church to do ſo,) to deprive him of that li- 
berty which he ſo obſtinately abuſed; im open 
nolation-of the ſafe- conduct, and of the obli- 
gations Which his getting it-laid vpon him; 
chat by detainiag him in ſaſe cuſtody, they 
| night at leaſt prevent die daga miſchief. 


In 10 ttt S wIh bined att 


6. But before this acfolation: was put in ex- 
ceution, Haſs himſelf, after what paſſed with 
the Vicar, began to he afraid; and to think; of 
making his eſcape, conſcious how little he de- 
ſerved the protection that was gſven him. Ac- 
dardingly “ he took his | meaſures for: this pur- 

*. poſe, by hiding | himſelf in a waggon that 

* was going to the country, and belonged to 

n Latzenbock; one of the two lords under 
mo * Whoſe protection he had come from Bohe- | 


mia, and with whom he was ſtaying at Con- 
: . but being diſcovered, he was carri- 


„ d. 


21 „ fling, much leſs an 


(98 ) 


ed by Latzenbock himſelf to the Pope's pa- 
lace; this raiſed a great noiſe, and brought 
together a vaſt crowd of ſpectators: Huſs 
4 hearing them talk of putting him in priſon, 
* leaped off his horſe, and threw himſelf a- 
*"mong the crowd, in hopes of getting off, 
1. what was ſeized and put under a guard in the 
| fide fe * B. I. No. 62. This relati- 
gives us from Dacher and Rei- 

| A e hiſtorians, of whom he 
gives the following account: Dacher was 
preſent at the Council, was a counſellor of 
the Elector of Saxony, in great eſteem with 
him, as well as with many other Princes 
„Who were all at Conſtance. Moreover, his 
preface ſhews him to be an honeſt man, and 
N mighth, zealous for the reformation of the 
* church! Nor can he be fuſf ed of preju- 
211 2 inſt John Huſs, of whom in the 
ſino pref he'ſpeaks'yery favors bly: Fi- 

„ nal aß he had orders to make an exact liſt 
« f all the 3 that were at Conſtance, 
« he could hardly be ignorant of any thing 
that paſſed in een 


„was it ever ſo tri- 
air of foch import- 
9 — to be an author 

as much to be relied on as Dacher. He was 
a canon of the cathedral of Conſtance, a 
man of great reputation, and a favourite 
With Sigiſmund and ſeveral other Princes. 
He was preſent at the Council from firſt to 
« laſt, and vas employed in it in ſeveral affairs. 
One would not eaſily believe, that two men 
« of ſuch weight and character could be capa- 


ble of riſquing _ honour, by 
a 


2 
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“ a fact of this nature, if it had not oem 


true.“ B. I. No. 62. Indeed o 
thigk, 7 this aecount of the mai er, 2 
fa * 45 admit of no doubt, 00 de- 
roying the credit of all hiſtory ; as it ſeems 
impoſſible that. any fact could be better atteſt- 
ed; but L. E fant, ſecing. it impoſſible to ex- 
cuſe Hus, if his auen to fly l. ane 
—he therefore end leavours to : 
is narration. in 8 His, along are 
eſe: ing, Becauſe theſe, 17 75 hoes) ho 
Pane it chmpared it; ſtorie cg 81 
«an e een I memoirs t9..c 
„other. 24a, „ The filepce; of e 4 
« next to a demonſtration : for it does nt apt 
« pear why they ſhould not mention the flight 
1 1 John e as well as. b. SN ; i they a; | 
« erome rague.“ tio, © 
* make, his. conven. and conduct at 1 5 
66 .own houſe, 2 pret a 12 arxeſt ö hen 
« his, wirndra wing mit .fo..clandeftinely 
* agil. ſo natu aſion d, 470, 
«.M lefs. ould they +54, HY recounſe: to 
«th at ſcandalc us MADE, a Prince is not 
„ bound to, keep faith Nich heretics, as. they 
2 made. ifmund believes, in order to jexcuſe 
* the.violation of the. GR conan, They had 
1 Jb. 190 to ſay any thing more, than that 
1 2 Aae Rae * 


im, When 


* 4 * 4 it 
170 


— 
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« it is therefore impoſſible he could be at his 
« lodgings in March 1415, to contrive his eſ- 
„ cape“ B. I. No. 62. Theſe are the rea- 
ſons at full length; which L' Enfant alledges to 
invalidate the account of Hulſs's attempt to 
Hy, which he had before ſo well eſtabliſhed. 
ow as he allows, in theſe very reaſons, that 
this flight, if true, makes Huſs inexcuſable, 
and fully vindicates the Council from any vio- 
lation of the ' ſafe-conduQ, by rendering him 


unworthy of it; and as you affirm, p. 27. that 


there is no good evidence for his flight, but quite 
the contrary, it is neceſſary to eſtablith this 


point, and ſee the weight of the evidence on 
. A N nxt 3 . " b . 


{ 


The evidence in proof of the flight have 
given above from l/ Enfant in his own words; 


the reader Will judge of its force. To that a- 
gainſt the flight, which L' Enfant ſo ſtrenu- 


i. 


ouſly contends for, FT ſhall give the following 


anfwers=” Imo, That theſe two abthors com- 
ſed” theit hiſtories together, we abe only 


D Enfinte word, but he alledges no authority 
to prove it. But though true, it rather con- 


firms the truth of their account thanweakens 
it; as it is ſcarce poſſible to ſuppoſe that two 
men, of the character he gives of them, ſhonld 


combine together to aſſert a fact of that public 
nature, of Which they muſt both have had per- 
ſonal knowledge, and in which, if not true, 


they could not fail to be detected. Had he 
ſaid, the one, ignorant of the fact himſelf, 
copied from the other, it might have paſſed 


to for the teſtimony of one; but to ſay, that they 


| both 
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both conſpired againſt their conſcience is ſcarce 
credible, 2do, I have the acts of the Council 
before me, the Roman edition printed by au- 
thority : I do not find any mention in them of 
Huſs's impriſonment ; ſhall we therefore on- 
clude he was never impriſoned ? the caſe is, 
The acts only relate the fudicial acts done in 
full Council, and what is connected with them; 
not every extra yoo act done by inferior 
Judges between the ſeſſions, much leſs any ac- 
cident that happened in the city, ſuch as Huſs's 
flight and arreſtment was : But Jerome of Pra- 
gue had fled from Conſtance, and refuſed to 
come back without a ſafe· conduct from the 
Council, which was accordingly ſent him: B. II. 
No. 48. This therefore was a judicial act of 
the Council, and required the cauſe of it to 
be 38 ztio, The reaſon why his cony 
duct at his own houſe was given as the pre- 
tence far arreſting him, is, becauſe it was the 
real and the principal cauſe, and the cauſe 
worthy of the Council to give; his flight was 
only an additional cauſe, which might indeed 
accelerate the impriſonment, and haſten them 
to execute their reſolytion; but the principal 
. cauſe was his obſtinacy in flying in the face 
of authority, and perſiſting, both by his 
words and writings, 5 propagating, his impi- 
ous doctrines among the, people, and in ſaying 
view ublicly, contrary to the expreſs and re- 
orders of his lawful ſuperiors, and in 
| ly contemning their authority when, re- 
primanded by them, 470, I ſhall by and by 
' thow, that it is falſe that the Council alledged 
chat ſcandalaus maxim here laid to their 
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|} 
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charge, and that the conduct of the Council 
was perfectly conſiſtent in all this affair. 
0 he ſilence of cotemporary authors is ea- 
fily accounted for; they were either foreigners, 
or living in other parts of Germany, and had 
no opportunity of knowing every incident 
that happened at Conſtance during the time 
of the Council, which was not inſerted in the 
public acts; and therefore either never heard 
of. the intended flight of Huſs, or heard of it 
only by report, and, like the Council itſelf, 
did, not, think it of koch jenportance as to in- 
ſert it in their hiſtories by hearſay: But Rei- 
cheathal and Dacher were two eye: witneſſes, 
and related what they ſaw with their own Yes, 
againſt which the filence of others that were 
not there, but; at 'a diſtance, can have no 
weight. 670, T can find nothing in the acts 
themſelyes, either concerning the flight or im- 


L Enfant ſays the date he ſpeaks of appears 
from the acts, yet in the margin he does not 
even cite the acts at all. At any rate a miſ- 
take in a date, which might be owing to re- 
copyers / or, printers, can never invalidate a 
circumſtantial account of a fact done before 
numbers, and of which. the relator was him- 
ſelf an eye-witneſs. Thus we ſee, that theſe 
_ reaſons of L'Enfant to diſproye Huſss attempt 

to eſcape, are perfectly inſufficient, eſpecially 
in oppoſition to the expreſs teſtimony of two 
ſuch eye-witaeſles, as he deſctibes Dacher and 


Reichenthal to be; and . it re- 


mains a truth that Huſs did make ſuch an at- 


tempt, and on this account alone, by L En- 
© IRIS . fant's 


P of Huſs, and I obſerve, that though 
n 
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fant's acknowledgment, forfeited. all title to 
the protection of his ſafe- conduct: And if this 
alone was ſufficient for that purpoſe, how 
much more when joined to his obſtinate diſo- 
bedience and contempt of his lawful ſuperiors ? 
From all-this, the common ſenſe. of mankind 
will neceſſarily conclude, that the Council was 
ſo from vielatide the ſafe-conduQt, or breaking 
faith to Huſs, by taking him into cuſtody, 
that it did nothing but what ON 85 
and duty required to be done. : 
In. * run. 1 D533 10 Ui 

Here 1 muſt n appeal to e perde 
public, (for ſtill hone the public will be im- 
partial even in the trial of Papi iſts,) and leave 
to its judgment to — on. in what light 
the following paſſages of your pamphlet ſhould 
be conſidered.—P. 26. at the bottom you ſay, - 
Jo plead in the face of a ſafe- conduct, that 
* the Council kept Huſs in cuſtody (a ſoft 
name for their atrocious violation of the] 
man's liberty,] for fear of his withdrawing 


+ before: the final diſcuſſion of his bauſe, ang 


to prevent him from ſprtading his poiſonous 
« doctrine, is to inſult the reaforvandicommon 
ſenſe of mankind; becaufe;ifuppoling-Haſs 
* to have attempted both for which; by the 
bye, there is no good evidence, hut quite the 
_ ©. contrary), while his ſafe-· conduct laſted, they 
© had no right ta hinder either; at leaſt not 
. by any violent means, dann as « impriſotiment 

| RR ones” a FINE aun i074; 
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: Page 27. [You PTV « But the: * thiy 
* thirſted for his blood, otherwiſe they would 
4 . _ © have 


| n 
have diſmiſſed him unmoleſted as to his per- 
ſon, becauſe they were in duty bound to do 
it. For his ſafe- conduct had been preſented 
to the Pope in Council, and as he was there- 
by taken under the protection both of the 
Emperor and Empire, he was by conſequence 
under the protection of the Council itſelf 


+ while, it remained at Conſtance, that city 


being within the Empire.” 


Page 28. The Council was bound by vir- 
tue of the Emperor's promiſe; that is, they 
vere bound to fulfil his promiſe to Huſs as 
far as in them lay; or in other words, they 
could not violate the protection given by his 
ſafe· conduct, without a manifeſt breach both 
5 of the law of God and nations.” 


The intelligent reader will readily perceive, 
bow many (pardon me the expreſſion) groſs 
falſehocds and miſrepreſentations are contain- 
ed in theſe paſſages, according to the above 
facts related by L'Enfant; but at the ſame 


time, how admirably well they are calculated 


to inflame the paſſions, and excite the indig- 
nation of mankind againſt Roman Catholics. 
I pray God to forgive you! Vou argue, that 
beta uſe the Gouncil, as you pretend, broke 
faith to Huſs, they therefore held it lawful to 
do eee F retort this way of arguing a- 
gainſt yourſelf, and conclude; that becauſe 
ou advance manifeſt untruths to calumniate 


your innocent neighbour, you therefore think 


- _ 7 : 
it lapyful to do fof: 
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It will perhaps be aſked here,—ſince L En- 

fant candidly relates ſo many facts concerning 
this matter, which tend ſo fully to exculpate 
the Council of Conſtance, how comes it that 
he himſelf ſo loudly blames this Council for 
the impriſonment of Huſs? In anſwer to this, 
I obſerve, that from an attentive peruſal of 
L'Enfant upon this ſubject, there are two 
things he ſeems conſtantly to have in view: 
To preſerve the character of an impartial hiſ- 
torian, and at the ſame time to apologize for 
and defend Huſs. To gain the firſt of theſe 
ends, it was neceſſary for him to omit no cir- 
cumſtance relating to this affair, which he 
met with in contemporary hiſtorians, and 
hence he tells every thing he found; but to 
ſecure his ſecond aim of | vindicating John 
Huſs, he takes care to relate all thoſe facts, 
that make againſt him, in a paſſing way,: lays 
no ſtreſs upon them, nor makes any applicati- 
on of them, and never preſents them together 
in that point of view, which would ſhow his 
reader the light they neceſſarily bring im fa- 
vour of the . N ſome of them he even 
mentions unfairly, of which we have already 
hinted at ſome inſtances, and ſhall afterwards 
ſee more; and others, which he cannot gloſs 
over, he endeavours to bring under a ſuſpici- 
on of falſehood; as we have ſeen with regard 
to Huſs's flight. But on the other hand, every 
thing that can be wreſted to favour Huſs, or 
turned againſt the Council, that he enlarges 
on, and applies for that purpoſe with all his 
might. In this he only imitates the moſt of 
Proteſtant writers on this ſubject, but 8 
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he and they do ſo on deſign, or if, from their 
prejudices againſt Catholics, they really do not 
ſce their miſapprehenſion, I ſhall not pretend 
to determine; I hope and wiſh, that it is from 
_ the laſt of theſe cauſes; but howeter that be, 
the above facts, in vindication of the Council, 


are related by the | hiſtorians of thoſe times; 


they are acknowledged and atteſted: by L En- 
fant, to be true: as I have tranſcribed them 
from him; ſo I muſt leave it to the impartial 
reader-to jud ge of the conſequences: I have 
ſhown to flow from them, in vindication of 
the Council, and to the condemnation of Huſs. 


V. Inow proceed to'enquire into the treat- 
ment John Huſs met with, both while in pri- 
ſon and upon his trial, to ſee if the ſafe-con- 


duct was violated in either of theſe occaſions. 


L'Enfant tells us (B. I. No. 38.), That when 
« Huſs was taken priſoner, he was carried to 

the houſe of the Chanter of the cathedral 
« of Conſtance, where he was confined under 

a ſtrong guard, and that this happened upon 
'« the 28th of Nov. 1414.” B. I. No. 62. Again, 
John Huſs remained eight days at the 
« Chanter's houfe, from whence: he was car- 

< ried" to — riſon of the Dominican's mo- 

<< naſtery.“ I. No. 39.) Conſequently, 
he was put — this allen on the 6th of De- 

cember, that is, three full weeks before the 

Emperor arrived at Conmſtance, which was not 

till Cbriſtmat- eue, B. I. No. 530. In this ac- 

count there certainly muſt be ſome miſtake, 
ſor when they heard at 3 that John 

Huſs was committed to priſon; the nobles 


* of Bohemia were extremely enraged at it: 
% 2 3 127 


_ 


| „ 

They wrote ſeveral letters to the Emperor 
to deſire his liberty.” (B. I. No. 60.) Theſe 
letters were delivered to the Emperor on the 


zd of January, 1415, as L' Enfant remarks 
in the margin, at No. 60. and 61. Now, 


L'Enfant aſſures us, that the firſt of theſe let- 


ters, which was written in great heat, was 
the cauſe why Huſs was ſent to the priſon of 
the Dominicans, from the Chanter's houſe ; 

mean time, ſays he, this letter of the Bohe- 
mians had no other effect than to confine 
John Huſs more cloſely. At the ſolicitation 
© of Paletz and other divines, he was removed 


© to the convent of the Dominicans;” (B. I. 


No. 60.) Conſequently, this could not have 
happened belges the 3d of January, 1415; 
till which time, from the 28th of November, 
1414, that is about ſix weeks, he had _ 
been confined in the houſe of a private ge 

tleman, the Chanter of the Cathedral; <2 
then, upon the angry letters of the Bohemians, 
was put into a cloſer confinement in the Do- 


minican monaſtery ; no doubt, leſt the Bohe- 


mans, who were in gre reat cumbers: in Con- 
ſtance, ſtirred up by the letters of the nobles 


at home, ſhould have made any attempt to 


carry him off from the Chanter's houſe. © In 


the Dominican monaſtery he remained two 


. months, and then was removed to the Fran- 
eęiſcan priſon, (B. I. No. 61.) where he Raid © 


till the ope- left Conftance, which was to- 
wards the end of March. It would appear, 
that in both theſe convents he was a priſoner. 
at large, and not confined to the common pri- 


ſon e 0 the « convent, but at moſt to his apart- 
ments: 


— — 
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ments: the reaſon i is, becauſe he was commit- 
ted to the care of the Pope's officers, which 


would have been quite unneceſſary, had he 


been in the common priſons within theſe con- 


vents; and theſe officers had the charge to at- 


tend and ſerve him, which they performed ſo 


much to his ſatisfaction, that © in his fifty- 
5 ſecond letter, he praiſes them to the higheſt 
2 degree;” (B. IT. No. 19.) And when, upon 


the Pope's going from Conſtance, theſe officers 


were obliged to leave Huſs and attend their 
maſter, « it appears from his fifty-ſixth letter, 
* which he wrote to the Bohemian gentlemen 


that were at Conſtance, how much he was 


« alarmed at the withdrawing of thoſe guards, 


who had treated him ſo civilly.” Bid. Not 


long after theſe guards were withdrawn, Huſs 
was put into the hands of the Biſhop of Con- 
ſtance, who carried him to the fortreſs of Got- 
tleben, where he remained till his trial came 
on, and then was brought back to the Fran- 


ciſcans. (B. III. No.4.) It is alſo to be not- 


ed, that during his whole confinement, he 
wrote frequently to his friends, and told his 
mind with all freedom; nay, ſometimes wrate 
even ſeditious letters, as we ſhall ſee after- 
wards; which is an evident proof that his im- 
Paine was not ſevere. 


Such is the account that L Eufant gives of 
the different priſons where Huſs was confined, 
and of the treatment he got in them. He 
was at firſt put into the hands of a private 
gentleman, in his own houſe, where he ſtaid 
for {Ms ones then "(for fear leaſt any diſturb- 

ance 
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ance ſhould be raiſed by his angry party) he 
was carried to the convents of the Dom nicans 


and Franciſcans, and committed to the charge 
of ſome of the Pope's officers, whole kindneſs 


and civility he himſelf praiſes to the laſt de- 


ee; upon their leaving Conſtance, he is put 
into the hands of the | biſhop of Conſtance, 
who _ him in a fortreſs belonging to him- 
ſelf (as far as I can diſcover), where we have 
every reaſon to believe he met with the kind- 
eſt uſa e, becauſe we don't find that either he 
or his friends ever complained of the contrary ; 
though he frequently wrote to his friends from 
his priſons with all freedom, and told his mind 
without reſerve. It is alſo farther to be ob- 
ſerved, that when he fell ſick in the Domini- 
can convent, the Pope ſent his own Phyſi- 
cians to take care of his health.“ (B. I. No. 
39.) I appeal, then, Reverend Sir, to your- 
ſelf, and call upon you to ſay, if there be any 


thing in all this that ſavours of harſhneſs' or 


cruelty, or any ill- will againſt that unhappy 
man; but on the contrary; if, conſidering all 
circumſtances, he could have been treated with 
greater letiity and indulgenoe. Upon what 
grounds then do you call bis being kept in 

cuſtody an atrocious violation of the poor 
man's liberty ?“ p. 26. On what authority 
do you affirm it, as a truth, that they thirfted 


for his bid? Surely, Sir, your religion does 


not teach you, that it is lawful to judge your 
neighbour raſhly, to put the moſt unfavour- 
able interpretation upon his conduct, to hold 
him out to the world in the moſt atrocious 
colours, and to expoſe him to the fury of the 


deluded 
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| deluded populace, by the execrable light in 


which you paint him; much leſs will it autho- 
rize you to do all this, not wy without grounds, 
but in direct oppoſition to the moſt ſatisfacto- 
ry proofs of the contrary! If to do this be a 
maxim of your religion, I am ſure. it cannot 
be the religion Jeſus; and yet, were I to uſe 
your Ina way of reaſoning, and turn it a- 
zainſt yourſelf, and from pradices draw con 
cluſions/ to principles, I might be authorized 
by your example to think it was ſo; But! 
will by no means retaliate in ſo. unchriſtian a 


manner, nor attribute to the principle what 


charity obliges me 10 lay only to the charge of 


kuman paſſions, and the, miſtaken and intem- 


— o 


perate Sea. of the perſon. tas" 494 
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Loet us now proceed to the trial. From What 

we have ſeen aboye of the temper and diſpo- 
ſition of John Roſs, he does not appear to 


have been much in the humour either to ſub- 


mit to authority, or to own himſelf to haye 
been in the wrong; and one of this turn, of 
mind will always be ready to exclaim againſt 


his aceuſets and judges, and to repreſent their 


neceſſary. diſcharge of duty as op (Pg and 
cruelty; This, in fact, John Huſs did, in the 
letters he wrote ta his friends; and L Enfant, 
from this authority, puts the worſt face he can 
upon their conduct; but at the ſame time in- 
terſperſes ſeveral; facts, which he, could not 
omit, without forfeiting his pretence to an ex- 
act hiſtorian, but which fully confute his cen- 
ſures, and the complaints of Huſs againſt his 


Though 
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Though the Council was called to meet a- 
bout the end of November, 1414, yet, from 
a ſeries of accidents that could not be fore- 
ſeen, it was the end of March following be- 
fore they could get any ſerious buſineſs done; 
and then they had affairs of ſuch importance 
upon hand, 'that it was the laſt day of May 
before it was poſſible for them to take John 
Huſs's affair into the public conſideration of 
the Council. This delay was much reſented 
by Huſs and his adherents; and though L'En- 
fant candidly relates all the cauſes of this de- 
lay, yet he ungenerouſly affirms from it, as a 
certainty,” * that they did all they could to a- 
void bringing him to a public trial.” B. III. 
No. 3. Nothing is more common in trials of 
criminals, than to bring them to a private ex- 
amination before their public trial, to ſee what 
light can be got, either as to their guilt or in- 
nocence. This was particularly attended to 
by the Council, who, knowing how much ea- 
ſier it would be for Huſs, conſidering the 
weakneſs of human nature, to retract his er- 
roneous tenets in private, than after coming 
to a public hearing, ſeveral times ſent, com- 
miſſioners, men of rank and character, to 
treat with him on this ſubject; but this is re- 
preſented by Huſs and L' Enfant as traps to 
enfnare him, as vexations and inſults, B. I. 
No. 43. and as a proof that they wanted to 
avoid giving him a public hearing at all. B. III. 
No. 3. Yet he was brought, as he earneſtly 
deſired, to a public trial, and had three ſeveral 
hearings given him three different days. 
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be had only from one or other of theſe three 


| clarations, he uſed ſuch terms as contained a 
> _ Jſalvo;tor his obſtinacy,: Upon his firſt exami- 


Vs: 
In this trial there were two points to be ex- 
amined, Imo, Whether the articles laid to 
his charge were erroneous and heretical? ado, 


Whether John Huſs ever taught "theſe articles? 


According to all the laws both of church and 


ſtate then exiſting, the Council was the ſole judge 


of the firſt-queſtion,, and Huſs had again and 


again declared his readineſs to ſubmit to its de- 
eciſion; though it muſt be owned, in theſe de- 


nation he ſaid, I intreat you, my fathers, to 
be aſſured, that I would ſooner die than be 
convicted of hereſy: for this reaſon I came 
with joy to this Council, and promiſe you, 
that if I am convicted of any error, I will 
ahjure it without heſitation.“ B. I. No. 36. 
In one of his letters to bis friends, after his 
public hearing, he ſays, He only promiſed to 
ſubmit tq the Council conditionally, and that 
« he proteſted at ſeveral private hearings, as 


6 he has done ſince in public, that as to the re- 


cantation required of him, he would ſubmit 
to the inſtruction, direction, and juſtice of 
the Council, when he ſhould be made ſenſi- 
© ble that he has writ, taught and anſwered 


any thing contrary to the truth,“ B. III. 
No, 3. But it would appear by his conduct, 


that he was determined ne ver to be made ſen- 
ſible ot his having done ſo, but to perſiſt in 
his own opinion to the laſt. The deciſion of 


the ſecond queſtion, Whether or not be had ever 


taught the articles laid to his charge? depend- 
ed upon the proof brought; and that could 


means, — 


(18) 
means,—the teſtimony of thoſe who had 


| heard him, the books he had write, or his 
own acknowledgment. 


At his ſecond public hearing; which was up- 
on the 7th of — 1415, ſeveral of the arti- 
cles laid to bis charge were produced one by 
one, and he was allowed to make his own de- 
fence: He abſolutely refuſed two of the arti- 
cles, 250 proved by the evidence of ſeveral cler- 
gymen of Prague,” who were ear-witneſſes a- 

inſt him; and the Council was ſo far from 
Interpreting this refuſal as obſtinacy, that they 
received it, notwithſtanding the evidence, and 

ve them up. Two articles are blotted our, 

ys he, in a letter to a friend, and I hope that 
by the grace of God, more will be ſerved in the 
3 manner, B. III. No. 5. in a note.— This 
ſhows how far the Council Fn from taking any 
advantage againſt him. With regard to the | 
evidence from his own Bunt he Fe 
that the extracts taken em were unfair: 
But the Cardinal of Florence accoſted him thus 
in open Court: You ſaſpect Palets, that he 
has made Rats extract - your works ;, but 
berein I think vau do him great wrong, becau/: — 
be has made thoſe extracts uery e. 
bas even dran up the articles in I gte: Ao 

than they are in your writings.” B. II. No. 
To this. Huſs made no reply, at leaſt L/Bnfant 
relates none, which is a proof how little grounds 
* 8 . cpppplyints ef: ar es A 
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| ' your of Huſs, while he was yet in Gottelben, 
and the Patriarch of Antioch in his anſwer ſaid, 


That they would cauſe Fohn Huſs to be brought 
to Conſtance, where he ſhould have all freedom of 
ſpeech, and be heard with good temper and cha- 
rity, B. III. No. 2. That he got full freedom 
of ſpeech is evident from the very account 


 V/Enfant gives of what he ſaid to every arti- 
cle; and alſo from what the Emperor faid in 
open court to Huſs, after his ſecond public 
hearing: I gave you, ſaid he, a /afe- conduct, 
to the end that no injury might be done to you; 

and that you might _ſpeak with freedom, and give 


an account of your faith in Council. In which 
thing you perceive, that the Cardinals, Biſhops, 


Sc. have ſo well anſwered our intentions, that 
we cannot enough thank them. B. III. No. 6. 


At his third public hearing, which was the 


day following, viz. the 8th'of June, all the other 
articles were produced one by one, which had 
already been laid before him, when in priſon, 


and at this hearing he behaved as he had done in 
priſon, ſays L Enfant; he owned the articles 


that were his, cleared up others, and diſowned 


thoſe that were laid to bis charge by his enemies, 
B. III. No. 7. Theſe articles which he owned, 


or which were clearly'containedin his writings, 
were ſo contrary to the received doctrine of the 


Chriftian world at that time, to thoſe ſacred 


truths that were then univerſally believed to 
hape been revealed by Jeſus Chriſt, and at the 


ſame time ſo repugnant to the peace and tran- 


quillity of the Nate, that the Emperor himſelf, 
wo had 3 2 at the whole examina- 
tion, was ſhock 


at them; And; after Huſs 
4 | 


Was 


Cog Fo 
was withdrawn, © Delivered his opinion to the 
Council in theſe words: You have heard the 


* articles laid to the charge of John Huſs. They 
ate grievous, numerous, and proved not only 


* by credible witneſſes, but by his own confeſ- 
* flon. In my opinion, there is not a ſingle one 


* among them which does not call for the pu-- 


* niſhment of fire. If, therefore, he do not 


© retract all, I am for having him burnt.” B. 
III. No. 12. Yet, this notwithſtanding, the 


Council was exceeding backward in coming to 
extremities, and uſed every lenient means to 
bring the unhappy man to a ſenſe of his duty. 


Immediately after the examination was ended, 


in open Court the © Cardinal of Cambray ad- 
© dreſſed Huſs in theſe terms: You ſee how 


many heinous crimes you have been accuſed 


* of, You are now to conſider well what you 
have to do. The Council has but two things 
to propoſe to you, of which you will act 
* wiſely to embrace the firſt, which is, to ſub- 
mit yourſelf humbly to their ſentence. and 
*'decree; and to undergo, without repining, 
* whatever they ſhall pleaſe to inflict on you: 
* In which caſe you will be treated with all the 
* gentleneſs and humanity poſſible, If, on the 
* contrary, you chuſe the other way, which is 
to defend any of theſe articles laid to your 
charge, and to demand another hearing for 
that purpoſe, you ſhall not indeed be refuſed 


% hearing; but conſider well, that here are a 

* great many perſons of weight and knowledge, 

* who have produced ſuch ſtrong arguments a- 

gainſt your articles, that I much fear, while ou 
* perſiſt in your defence, your ohſtinacy Will 
dexpoſe you to ſome fatal conſequence. This: - 

| | | * 1lay, © 
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I ay, not as you judge, but as your monitor.” 


B. HI. No. 10. To this Huſs gave the fame 
evaſi ve anſwer he had done before. Then the 


refotation of the Council was propofed to him, 
confifting of three conditions: © 1, That he 
* ſhould confeffed to ha ve erred in holding theſe 
* articles, and aſk pardon. 2. That he ſhould 
* promiſe upon bath, never 10 teach nor hold 
them any more. 3. That he ſhould retract 
them all in public.” Bid. But theſe terms, 
though ſo juſt and reaſonable, Heſs abſolutely 
refuſed” to comply with. The Emperor then 
ſpoke to him in a moſt pathetic manner; ſeve- 
ral of the Bi did the ſame, © and offered 
to prapeſe a form of abjuration, ſo equitable and 
z as perhaps he would alike ;” — all in 
vain; he ſtill refuſed, and declared ge did 
not think ” Ibid. Notwithſtand- 
ing all this, the Council would give him time 
to think better, and poſtponed paſſing judg- 
ment upon bim for a 2 month; for this 
publio hearing was upon the 8th of June, 
and ſentence was not pronounced on him till 
the öth of July. In the mean time, every 
means was uſed to move him to ſubmiſſion, 
* without effect. 


This Gir, is the genuine vartati ve of Huſs's 
N trial, ws it ſtands recorded by L/Enfant, from 
Rache on writings and other ancient hiſto- 


nine; and though I. Enfant relates theſe faQts 


ſeparately, and interſperſes many unfair, un- 

reflections of Bir own," which natu- 
rally tend to pre 5 the reader's imagina- 
von, and eren hinder bim, in 20 great fur 
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ſure, from ſeeing the true light that they carry 

along with — in this OT the Pad 

ſtand uncontroverted, and when conſidered, 
though but in a paſſing manner, are inconteſ- 
table proofs, both of the guilt and obſtinacy of 
Huſs, and of the lenient and merciful diſpoſi · 
tion of the Council. What, then, muſt your 
Chriſtian readers think of your uncharitable 
and bold aſſertion, page 27. But the truth 
fs, they thirfted for his blaod 9” _ 


VI. Let us now go on ta the laſt: ſcene of 
this tragedy, and conſider the ſentence paſſed 
upon Huſs Dy the Council. Here you ſcem: to 
triumph with 'a particular pleaſare, in con- 
demning the eonduct of the. Council; With 
how much reaſon you do ſo, we ſhall juſt now 
ſre.—We have ſeen above, that the auch has 
two ends in view in her conduct towards any 
of her children who fall into hereſy; Firſt; to 
reclaim the unhappy delinquent, if paſſible; 
and, ſegondly, to preſerve her other ghildren 
from the infection. The Council having uſed 
all paſſible endeavours, for Rp > Jahn 
Huſs, but without effeQ, was under a neceſ- 
ſity of proceeding to ſecure the ſecond of theſe 
ends, by ontting him aff from her eqmmpnion, 
in order to preyent. the contagion. af his erro- 
neous doctrine from ſpreading among the faith- 
ful: Whetefare, on the:6th. of Julp,.1415, in 
the fifteenth ſeſſion of the. whale Cauneil, at 
which the Emperor and all the pringgs of the 
empire aſſiſted, judgment was given, and ſen- 
tence. paſſed upon him; In this ſentence, firſt, 
the articles laid to his charge were 2 
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declared to be erroneous, ſcandalous, and he- 


retical; and his books, written with his own 


Hand, wherein theſe articles are manifeſt] 


contained, are condemned to be burnt : then 
| thy having been manifeſtly proved, ſay the 
Acts, that John Huſs did publicly teach and 
„ preach many evil, ſcandalous, ſeditious, and 
angerous hereſies, he is therefore con- 
demned as a heretic: And laſtly, the ſentence 
concludes thus: But as it is apparent from all 
that the ſynod has ſeen, heard, and known, 
that john Hufs is ſtubborn and incorrigible, 
and that he'will not return into the pale of 
the holy mother church, by abjuring the er- 
rors and hereſies which hie had publicly main- 
tained and preached, —this facred Synod of 
Conſtance declares and decrees, that the ſaid 
John Huſs ought to be depoſed and degrad- 
ed from the order of prieſthood, and the o- 
* ther orders with, which he ſhall happen to 
0 have been veſted, giving it in expreſs charge 
to the Reverend” F. in Chrift, the Arch- 
perform the ſaid de- 
bY 23 ee in preſence of the ſynod, accord- 
ng to law!” B. III. No. 45. This degrada- 
tion was accordingly performed without delay; 
'and LEifant adds, From that moment the 
church ſhook hit off; he was declared a lay- 


* * 1. K * 


man, and as ſuch delivered over to the ſe- 
. cular' arm, in order to be cartied to executi- 
on, by this ſentence of the Council; he /a- 
* cr nod of Conflatice declares, that Jobn 
-6 Huſt* ouzht 10 be'delivered over io the fecular 
« , ond "does _ er him over to it, 
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confidering that the church of God has nothing 
more to do with lm. 


Hence, it is 10 that, even n according to 
L'Enfant's account, the Council paſſed no o- 
ther ſentence upon Huſs but what was per- 
fectly competent to it, by degrading him from 
the — of a clergyman, and giving him 
over to the ſeeular power, to whom he now 
belonged; but, upon this you declaim as fol- 
lows, p. 33. &. For t h you are pleaſ- 
ęd to tell us, p. 38. that Huſs was delivered to 
J the civil powers, to do with him as thein own 
c lau directed, and that fartber tbe Council did 
not go; and mean to inſinuate, that the Bi- 
; * ſhops confined. themſelves within their pro- 
per ſphere, their piritual juriſdiction, and 
neither paſſed ſentence of death upon him 
« themſclves,.nor. gave orders for its being 
done by others, yet the contrary is un- 
I « doubtedly the fact; for Anas. Sylvius—ex- 
preſsl aſſerts, that a decree was' paſſed in the 
6 ly of the Fathers, againſt thoſe ftubborn. 
© men, that they, who rejected the doctrine of the 
© Church ſbould he burnt. This, is a teſtimony 
ſabere all exception: So that, if there was 
any trial beforg, or ſentence. paſſed by, a ci- 
7 vil Judge (of which I ſee no — tt it 
50 5 ain, that it was merely a matter of form 
ny, and nothing more. Indeed, if 
f 1 99 2 not miſtaken Vanderhardt-. and L'En. 

* fant, the moment the deputies of the nations 
pronounced their p/acet or conſent, Huſs was 
„ee hurried to, the flames; for burning 
+ was the puniſhment, of a. convicted beret 
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© by the decretals or canon law, before Hufſs's * 

* condemnation; and that law of the Church 
* ſeems, in the days of old, to. have been a- 
« dopted into the code of ofery kingdom where 
- Popery was eſtabliſhed. * 


Now, Sir, 1 beg leave to V Ar that this 


Whole paſſage is a downright impoſition on 


your, readers. The former part of it is eyi- 
dently falſe, from L' Enfant's account of the 
matter; and as ſpt this latter part, it is'no leſs 
ſo; for, in the 'firſt place, 1-poſitively deny 
that there is any law of the Church for burn- 
ing heretics,” or even for putting them to death 

at and I call upon yori to produce fuch a 
aw ' if you can. In the ſecond place, the ve- 
22 uppoſition of ſuch a law confutes itſelf; for 


ii is certain, the Church had not the power of 


making ſuch a law from che be ginning; if e- 
ver ſhe had it tien, ſhe muſt Wee received it 
from the ſtate. Non, it is well known how 
jealous the ſtate is, in all nations, of its prero- 
atives; is it den likely to fuppoſe, that any 
& would eyes" refign to the Church the ſu- 
pteme power of life and death? Vet, to make 
your aſſertion gobd, we muſt ſuppoſe, that all 
the Chriſtian Rates/in the world had yielded up 
this privilege Thirdly, Cre thowe! from 
the —. -of England that-the law for burn- 


lag heretics, was Colely a law of the 3 


it was forbeil he Make by the dütrageous an 

kebollious Ipitit bf the heretics of that tithe. — 
Fourthly, Almoſt two'centurics before this was 
Hone in England, there vas juſt ſuch another 
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l. in which he ſays.—Quos, alioſque hereticos, 
guocungque nomine cenſeantur, decernimus, ut vi- 
vi in conſpectu hominum comburantur, flamma- 
rum commiſf Judicio; and this was a —_ 
law of the empire in the time of the Council 
of Conſtance. —Laſtly, J prove the falſchood 
of your aſſertion from the words of this very 
Council itfelf, which either L' Enfant, or my 
Engliſh Proteſtant tranſlator, has moſt 'groſsly 
miſtaterpreted ! for the laſt words of the ſen- 
tence paſſed u pon Huſs, as above narrated from 
LEntant, are theſe: The ſacred Council of 
© Conſtance declares, that John Huſs ought to 
be delivered over to the ſecular arm, and 
« does actually deliver him over to it, conſider- 
+ ing that the Church of God has n 
* mote'to do with him.“ Now, this is a 

falſe tranſlation of the words of the Council; 
for, in the acts of the Council which I have 
before me, that clauſe, which immediately fol- 
lows the ſentence of his degradation, is thus 
ſet down: Hat ſuncta Hnodus Conftantienfis, 
Toannem Huſs, attenta quod * Dei non 
_ ultra quid e herd Eau 10 ſeculari 
nguere, et ipſum curie ſeculari relinquendum 
fore, derernit. he plah Engliſh of which is 
this! „This ſacred ſynod of Octiſdaritis con- 
Aderimg that the urch of CBᷣriſ bar nothing 
fre that it can do, decreey to leave John 
to the judgment of the Rate; and that 

© he'{s th be wit} ro the We court necording- 
Here, Sir, you ſee, that this very Coun- 
eil declares, that after Having ded Hus, 
i ehnrch bas nlthin ng further'that- it can ds, 
e leaves hind to for arora % the 


* 
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Pate, and to the ſecular court. Can any thing 
be more clear, than that the Council paſſed no 
ſentence of death upon Huſs, that it even had 
no power to do ſo, and that there was no eccle- 
ſiaſtical law: inflicting ſuch puniſhment? Is it 
not evident from this, that theſe Biſhops © did 


e confine themſelves within their pro- 
per ſphere, their ./piritual juriſdiction, hp 
£ 5 — they neither paſſed ſentence. upon Huſs 
* themſelves, nor gave orders for its being 
* done by others? How then come you to de- 
ceive the public, by athrming, with ſo much 
aſſurance; that the contrar 7 is undoubtedly fact? 
And what muſt the public think of your ex- 
claiming, with ſo. much confidence, P+-33- that, 
<« inſtead-of exerting their authority to. ſave 
$ ! the, Aunförtunate man, as 2 . 


24 


3 be put to death! as — ſuch a 

| ame ed impoſition advanced in the face of 
dhe world? You appeal to. Enaas Sylvius; but 
f Anka Sylvius has expreſſe ed himſelf im- 
properly, can that be of Sand, weight. againſt 
fle expteſs acts of the Council? But you. ſay, 
P. 38. As the Biſhops. were the * — judges 

* gf corrupt. doctrine, hen any onę was pro- 
+. nounced guilt by by a Coun, and delivered 
over to à ſecular. arm, death was 72 imme. 
, djate conſequence, without any new ntegce. 
Be it. ſo; but does, it follow, that the law 
znflieting death! is a law of the church? or that 


the church Pronounces | that ſentence of 4 
2 


| „ 

Far ſrom it; no more than it would follow, 
that becaufe, when a jury brings in a criminal 
guilty, and death is the certain conſequence, 
therefore it is the jury that made that law; for 
according to your own expreſſion, tho paſſing 
of the ſentence of the judge after the criminal is 
found guilty, is merely a matter of form or ce- 
remony.— But, after all, how do you ſay, with- 
out any new ſentence? We have ſeen above, 
from LEnfant, that the Emperor himſelf 
paſſed fentence of burning upon Huſs, if he 
would not retract, even before the Council 
had paſſed any fentence at all. In a word, 
the conduct of the Church, in caſes of this 
kind, is as near a-kin, as the (circumſtances 
can allow, to the trials of criminals in this 
country by jury. The Church, indeed, is be- 
lieved to have its ſpiritual juriſdiction imme- 
diately and directly from God, and therefore 
her paſtors can no more give up their aythori- 
ty of judging true from falſe doctrine, and of 
cutting off from her communion thoſe who 
teach falſe doctrine, than they can diveſt them- 
ſelves of the character of the prieſthood. The 
vil powers, in all Chriſtian countries, have 
made penal laws againſt thoſe who teach erro- 
neous doctrines, for the reaſons of ſtate men- 
tioned above; but they have no powers to 
judge either the doctrine or the criminals : 

When, therefore, any one accuſed of hereſy 
is brought before the church paſtors, their duty 
obliges them to judge and decree according as 
they ſee cauſe; and, when they find the perſon 
guilty, what can they do? They degrade and 
anne 
Fer ; tion 


pofbre the ſecul 
af a new trial 2 hon the jury has 


a 


tion pes no further. Is it in their power, then, 
to withdraw him from the civil power? By no 


means; how could they do ſo, though ever fo 
_ defirous? Were they to act their parts in a hid- 


den ſeeret way, without being known, you 
yourſelf would ſurely cry out againſt it as a bar- 
barous inquiſition; -beſides, bow is it poſſible, 
when a perſon has publicly taught his erroneous 
tenets, and is delated before them, -that they 
ſhould be able to conceal his trial, though wil- 


lng? Now; the civil laws ordain, that one ſo 


eonviced be delivered over to the ſecular power 
to be puniſhed as thefe-laws direct; can the Bi- 
ſhops vefuſo to obey thoſe laws? Can they with- 
draw the criminal from the ſecular magiſtrate? 
Would not the ſtate condemn them for ſo doing, 


as protecting and defending criminals againſt 


9 — How childiſh; then, is it in you to ſay, 
that if the council had not thirſted for Huſs's 
blood, “ they had only ta call him once before 


them, and queſtion him as to his principles, 


4 ny then they might-have ſuffered him to de- 
and have afterwards cenſured and con- 


| — his errors at their leiſure? page 2. 
Surly you did nat conſider what you was writ- 


ing when you AR * in Wan a laale 
and eee manner. 
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whos the Ghurch finds: 10 enklty 
8 re is no need of à new trial 
judge, more than there is need 


brought him in guilty; this verdict is lasten, 


and all that is required is for the judge to pro- 


nounceſentence upon him. Juſt ſo in our BD 
N t c 


4 
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the church paſtors are, in this, like the jury; it 
belongs to them to bring in the pannel guilty, 
or not guilty ; and, if guilty, the laws of the ſtate 
immediately take place, and paſs ſentence. But 
even in this, the diſcipline is different in differ- 
ent countries: In England, by the 2d of Henry 
IV. ch. 15. whenever a convicted heretic was 
delivered over to the ſheriff by the ordinary, 
the ſheriff was authoriſed to put him immedi- 
ately to death, without further ſentence; and 
this, it would ſcem, was the rule in the empire 
alfo ; but by the 25th of Henry VIII oh. 14. 
when a perſon is convicted of hereſy before the 
Biſhop, he muſt firſt give an aceount of the caſe 
to the King, and then a writ is iſſued out from 
him, ordaining the eriminal to be given over to 
the ſheriff for execution. From all this, your 


readers will eaſily ſee, how little you are ac» 


—.— with this matter (though you pretend 


to handle it with ſo much confidence), and 


into how many grofs blunders your forward 
ons has burried a 


vn. Heving thus ſhown, in Fe med ſatinfacs 
tory manner, en the teſtimony of L Enfant 
himſelf, that the ſafe-conduct granted to Huſs 
was neither ſought nor given for any other end 
but to protect him from all injuries by the way, 
and from injuſtice at Conſtance, and that, in 
both theſe reſpects, it was ul. 
filled; and confoquontly, that there is:not 2 
ſhadow of reaſon to ſuppoſe a brech of faith 
in the practice of this Coundil, or the ſmalleſt 
violation given to the ſuſe-· conduct, either by 
hs Council or * 22 I haligow ex- 


amine 


. 17 — 
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amine the authencity of the ſafe- conduct it- 
ſelf, and ſee what grounds there are to call it 
in queſtion, if ever it exiſted at all. A bold 
attempt! you will ſay; be it ſo; but ob- 
ſerve, I don't undertake to prove that there 


never was a ſafe-· conduct given to Huſs; 
but only to ſhow what good grounds there 


are to doubt of it, and thereby point out 
another falſe aſſertion you have raſhly ad- 
vanced. ä ; 0% ++; 

The firſt reaſon of doubt is, that I do not 
find, that an original, or authentic copy. of 
this ſafe- conduct has ever appeared. L'En- 
fant takes his from Vanderhardt's Collection 
of old Manuſeripts, which he found in va- 


rious repoſitories in Germany, and publiſhed 
only about the beginning of this century, as 
far as I can learn; but L Enfant does not ſay, 


that he found the original ſafe- conduct among 
theſe collections. B. J. No. 39. cke SA 


"Ss Secondly, on Huſs's arrival at. Conſtance, 


when he was preſented next day to the 
Pope, john de Chlum, one of the Bohemian 
Lords, to whoſe care he had been commit- 
ted by the Emperor, told, indeed, the Pope, 
that Ha was furniſbed with a ſafe- conduct, 
but he did: not ſhow it; inſomuch, that af- 


terwards, when Huſs was taken into cuſto- 


dy, and Chlum daily: ſolicited. the Pope for his 


conduct u yet even the Cblum did not bow 


it, bur i unq told again that he. had one; and 
gave ahi ccurious reaſon for not ; ſhowing it 


then, 


6127) | 
then, when it was called in queſtion, and 
when the ſhowing it was ſo neceſſary to ſup- 
port his demand, becauſe the Pope did not aſt 
to ſee it! B. I. No. 38. | 


Thirdly, L'Enfant tells us, that Huſs ſer 
out from Bohemia upon the 11th, or, as 
others ſay, the 15th of October, 1414; at 
which time he had not yet received the 
ſafe- conduct, which was not diſpatched till 
the 18th of that month.” B. I. No. 25. 
And he tells us, from Vanderhardt, that © he 
did not receive it till he was on the road at 
Nuremberg, where he arrived on the 22d of 
October.“ B. III. No. 6. It was openly al- 
ledged in the Council, that he had got no 
ſafe- conduct till a fortnight after his confine- 
ment; but the Emperor himſelf, in the o 
court, ſpeaks thus to Huſs: Though there 
* are people who ſay, that you did not re- 
ceive my ſafe- conduct till a fortnight after 
* your impriſonment, yet we can prove, by 
the teſtimony of ſeveral princes, and other 
© perſons of diſtinction, that you received 
this ſafe - conduct before your departure 
from Prague.“ B. III. No. 6. L Enfant 
ſuppoſes the Emperor to be evidently miſ- 
taken in this; and a miſtake, indeed, there 
muſt be ſome where; but is it likely the Em- 


peror would affirm it ſo confidently as a thing 
that he could prove, and which happened on- 
ly three months before the time he ſaid it, 
and be miſtaken in itt: 
err mengen . N | 
eee, "i 
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| Founthls. * On: the 18th of Ma „ 1415, 
the deputies of the nations met to. car the 
« anſwer. of the Bohemians, touching the 
ſafe- conduct and impriſonment of ohn 
* Huſs. In the congregation of the 16th in- 
* ſtant,” a Biſhop had ſaid on the part of the 
6 Council, that the Lords of Bobemia were 
* mifinformed when they complained of 
* the violation of the Empetor's ſafe: conduct, 
* becauſe they had it from good hands, that 
John Huſs had no, paſſport till a fortnight 

© after his impriſonment.” 17 55 de Chlum, 
whom this matter did chiefly concern, made 


ed the Pope had one; that, indoed, at that 


time, nobody did demand a fight; of the 


ase conduct, but that the next day, he, 
(hlum) ſhowed it to many perſons, for 
WP) which. . ls to witneſs Prelates, Counts, 


| e Gentlemen, &c.” B. II. No. 82. But why 


did he not, at leaſt, ſhow it then? Why did 
he not, produce it to this 1 Its 
ſigns 2. authenticity and date would have 
ſhowed. it to be genuine; why did not theſe 
witneſles who ſaw. it, appear, and give teſti- 
mony to it? Not a word of any ſuch thing. 
From this, it is plain, that it never was ſcen, 
at leaft till after his impriſonment ; nor does 
on clear A 1 was ee ee. 
N | $51 $ELH ee 
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Prague, that be was come hither without a 


3 Vienimus fine ſalvo conductu. 


Haß,, 


anſwer, That on bis arrival, he had aſſur- 


wou 
whe 


0 my ) 
Huſs, Ry. vi. It is true, in his next letter he 
fays,' T'came to Conftance without" a Jafe-con- 
duct from the Pope; and, therefore; the edi- 
tor of his works puts upon the margin of the 
firſt letter, meaning u ſaft-conduet” from the 
Pope, B. II. No. 83. But this correction 
looks very ſuſpicious; för, till that ſecond 
letter, it never entered into any of their heads 
that he 'ſhould ſeek a ſaſe-· conduct from the 
Pope for His journey, not was Here ever the 
leaf: word of ſuch” a thing; and what in- 
creaſes' the ſuſpicion is, that . in his 4th 
letter, which he wrote' from his priſon to. 
« the Bohemian Lords, then at Conſtäncet he 
tells them, that if they hear it ſaid that he 
© ſet out from. Prague without a ſafe- conduct, 
+ as he himſelf declared in a letter he wrote 
© to his friends at his departure from Prague; 
and Which had been ebounterſeited by his 
enemies, they migbt anſwer, that he Had no 
3 che Pope BMI No. 
Here he gives tei their Ieſfon which, 


An "they pad not | yet leatnec beſides, 


as we have ſcen a8" he. ſaid? he had ne 
ſafe-condd&, in the lettet ſrom Conſtance ts 

his friends at ' Pragtic? Here he ſuyg he: wrote 
fo to his frichds, at h defjartuve.From Prague! 
How do theſe agrief We (Hall aſt now - 
hear Him affirminge chat he had a ſafezeon- 
duct from the Kin 2 very firſi outfertitig | 
for Cofiſtance. tt. OZ 2308: IH: gd een. 


* 9118. En by 2902 dil 197 Nn bnov als 


Sixthly;* In all che above {ntomumients' * | 


; 
would a ee that Huſs ſet 25 from Pra 
þ 


ben 18 "begart 17 dey for ante 7 
| < UU VIE 9 pet 
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( 19) 
yet LEnfant- ſays, he wrote a letter to his 
6 Tock at Bohemia, (probably at Prague) im- 


mediately before his departure, which is well 
worth the abſtracting 7 1. He exhorts them to 


remain ſteadfaſt in the doctrine. 2. He tells 


them, he ſets out with a ſafe- conduct from 


the King. eum literit publicæ fidei a Rege mib: 
© datir.;, And he ſays, that he had reſolved, 
indeed, to go: to Prague before he ſet out for 
J Conſtance, hut that time did not permit him.“ 
B. I. No. 25 And; in a note to this, L Enfant 


$34, l 


ſays, It muſt be obſerved here, by the way, 


that John Huſs, when he went ſor Conſtance, 


gid. net ſet out from Prague, but from Cra- 


© kovits.”: He alſo adds, that the ſafe- conduct 
| here ſpoken; of muſt have been from the king 
of Bohemia; but this, is his own comjecture; 


or is there: thę leaſt hint of any ſafe: conduct 
om the King of Bohemia in all the hiſtories; 


95 is dee ee een e Kings bot 


Sigiſmond only tock the title of Kings at this 
time, for he Nas not crornęd Emperox, though 


cChoſen; and in the- ſafe;condutt, from Sigiſ- 


nd, higaſcl, he has-only; the title of King 
che Romans. ieder en we axe told, that 
ah yp Prague, and he does not ſet 
out from Prague : he ſets out with a ſafe· con- 


duct, and ſats put ithmnt a ſafe · conduct; he 


friends at Prague from Conſtance, 


writes to his 


And he writes tog his flock. in Bohemia before 


his departure: he goes to Conſtaneę without 
a ſafe- conduct, and he goes to Conſtance with 


A foe-wpnduft! ins a maſs of Nocte 


— 2. 5 im! 


2 Jeet 


Now, good: * | ne. to your better — 
ment to account for, and reconcile all theſe 


' palpable 


N 


- ins. ac an Eno Dok 
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were to the peace and tranquillity . of the 


all theſe maxims of Wickliff, N yd | 
fant aſſures us, » W 


” £# i 
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iff) he took all the principles which 
ved. him- under condemnation, and 
_ © which doubtleſs he would have avoided, 
© if he had ſubſcribed to the ſentence paſſed | 
F on this Engliſh Doctor. B. III. No. 57. 


no In Saane of this, cc Joki Huſs, 


N 


John Huſs 


not been ſo. haraſſed, his pr 


'B bete Carried him much 
© could. go, through ſo many obſtructions. 
bis the Emperor foreſaw very clearly, 
gn he was of opinion, that in cafe he 


incipl 


his" ſermons and writings, and violent 
- outrageous | conduct, had extremely 
contributed to the troubles which then 
« diſturbed Bohemia. This cannot be deni- 

£/ ed, —lt is hardly to be doubted, indeed, that 
bad lived bret and had 


es would 


rther than he 


2 "Fethatied, he ſhould not be allowed the li- 
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* him 
4 ok. the. 'Goſpel 


his 
not ſtop half way. 7 


„ John Huf himſelf” 1 it ls 
underſtood, in, ſome of his letters, I 
et content with the pro- 
to have already made 
the knowledge of the pure truth of the 


e Was not 
he pretend; 


*'berty of returning to Bohemia, or even of 
0 preaching. any where, becauſe he gueſſed. 


fro 


temper and Big”! 17 that br 


Thus, (letter ond 


he 2 to Prague, 


he hop pes, 
od will 75 


e favdut to improbe is knowledge 


— 


truth, in order to extirpate 


* the doctrine of Abtichriſt Let. 12, he fays 


*.Th Wu e who NETS condemned his 2 
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* ſhall fly about like butterflies, and that 
* their decrees ſhall! laſt no longer than ſpi- 
ders webs. Let. 13. The Council of Con- 
* ſtance, ſays he, will not extend as far as 
Bohemia. I reckon, that ſeveral of this 
Council will be dead before they can take 
8 my work from you; and when they are 
all diſperſed like ſtorks, they will perceive, 
at the entrance of winter, what they have 
done in the ſummer,” JTbi4. And, elſe- 
where, writing to his friends in Bohemia, 
he ſays, * I intreat you, dear Brethren, not 
* to be diſcouraged. I truſt in God, that this 
* ſchool of Antichriſt ſhall one day be afraid 
Jof you.“ B. III. No. 31. Theſe are the 
ſeditious things he wrote from his priſons, and 
which ſtand to this day in his own works a- 


4to. I ſhall here add three of Huſs's doc- 
trines themſelves from my Engliſh tranſlator 
of L'Enfant, B. III. No. J. and give alſo. the 
original in Latin, from the Acts of the Coun- 
eil, as ſet down in his ſentence. Art. xx. 
Eccleſiaſtical obedience, is an obedience in- 
* vented by the prieſts, without the expreſs 
© authority of Scripture.” In the acts this is 
art. xv. Obedientia ecclefiaſtioa eff obedi- 
* entia ſecundum ad inuentionem ſacerdotum 
* ecclefie, prater expreſſam auctoritatem ſerip- 
4 tura.” . Nrn. | 


Art. xxiit. A prieſt, who lives according 
© to the law. of Jeſus Chriſt, who ntidetititids 
the Scripture, and Who has à zeal for the 

7177... Hon © on?) 5 
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_ » + edification of the people, ought to preach, 
* notwithſtanding a pretended excommunica- 
tion: And if the Pope, or any other pre- 
late, forbids a prieſt of ſuch a character to 
* preach, the prieſt onght not to obey.” In 
the Acts, it is the 17th article: Sacerdos 


| © Chrifti vivens ſecundum legem ejus, et habens 


notitiam Scripture et affeftum ad aedifican- 
dum populum, debet prœdicare, non obſtante 
© pratenſa excommunicatione. Quod fi 9 52 
vel aliquis prœlatus, mandat ſacerdoti fic diſ- 
* pofito, non prædicare, non debet obedire ſub- 
© aitus; the ſubject ought not to oben. 


Art. viii. Taken from his book on the 
church, If a Pope, biſhop, or a prelate be 
in deadly ſin, he is neither Pope, biſhop, nor 
* prelate.” In the AQ this is the goth article, 


and is more extended than this tranſlation : 


For it includes all civil ſuperiors as well as ec- 


- » cleſiaſtical; © Nullus eft Dominus civilis, nullus 


© eft, prelatus nullus, eft epiſcopus,dum eft in pec- 
* cata mortali !” That is, * If any civil ſuperior, 
dor prelate or biſhop be in mortal ſin, he is 


© , * neither ſuperior, nor prelate, nor biſhop.” In- 


_ deed L'Enfant acknowledges that when Huſs 
was. examined upon this article, he included 
- Kings alfo, but why he puts Pope inſtead of 
civil ſuperior, or maſter, I ſhall let the reader 
determine. 8 2 | 


It is manifeſt, that, by the docrine con- 
"tained in theſe articles, all order and ſubordina- 
tion is unhinged both in church and ſtate; for 
an inferior has only to ſuppoſe his ſuperior to 
be in mortal fin, and immediately he is es 

3 3 3 from 
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from all ſubjection to him, and owes him no 
longer obedience, becauſe he is no'longer his 


ſuperior. I ſhall have occaſion afterwards to 


take notice of this, and at preſent ſhall leave 
it to the reader to judge from what is above, 
whether John Huſs deferves the tenderneſs 


and compaſſion you every-where expreſs for 
him, or the ſentonee ſe upon him, 5975 the : 


Council. bbs | 
| Sec, VI. The Drives, of the Soucis of Gon 


fante. examined.” e 


5 
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 Havi ve Wows⸗ in & convincing a manner, 


that this Council was by no means guilty of 
breach of faith in its praQice, I thall now go 
on to ſhow, with equal evidence, that it was 
no leſs free of authorizing that' impious tenet. 


by its decifion, But before I enter upon this 
important ſubject, F'mult firſt reQify another 
groſs miſtake you are guilty of, with regard'to 


its exeroiſe of temporal juriſdiction. ” The au- 
thor of the Detection has advanced, p. 41. 


that the triab of Huſs for hereſy,” was ſolely 


and entirely the province of the ſpiritual 


wers: The bringing the accufed' perſon to 


« the Council, and the inflicting ſuch corporal 


puniſhment upon him, if found guilty by the 
Council, as the civil law appointed, was: 


ſolely the buſineſs of the civil powers, to 
whom the temporal juriſdiction belongs.“ 
The truth of this obſervation is manifeſt from 
what we have ſeen above; but from this you 
are pleaſed to affirm, that “ the impriſonment 


of Huſs was a daring We of amps 
| . ra 


\ 
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© ral juriſdiction, which you acknowledge (De- 


* teQ,, p. 41), belonging to the civil powers 
only, p. 26, And again, It was the 
groſſeſt nonſenſe to ſay, that Huſs could ever 
* ceale to be, under civil juriſdiction; or that a 


_ © ſpiritual ſociety, which has only ſpiritual au- 


* thority. over the ſouls of men, ſhould have 
power alſo over their bodies, without tempo- 
ral juriſdiction,” p. 30. I am ſorry, Sir, that 
in vindicating myſelf from the ſeyere reproach 
contained in theſe paſſages, l am under the 
neceſſity of expoſing you to the world, in one 


or other of two very diſhonourable lights; 
for either you know the truth in this matter, 


or you know. it not: If you know it, and yet 
have wilfully miſrepreſented it in ſuch a ma- 
licious manner to the public, yon muſt be 

uilty of What I ſhall not name: But if you 


Know it not, it is certainly an unpardonable ig- 


norance in one of your profeſſion, and till a 
more unpardonable aſſurance to pronounce 


Vith ſo much boldneſs on a ſubject about which 


you are ſo ignorant. The truth is this: As I 


obſerved above, the proper juriſdiction of he 
- church is ſpiritual, and derived from God; the 
Civil 
tion: The ſpiritual juriſdiction being annexed 
by Jeſus Chriſt to the ſacred character of the 
prieſthood, cannot, properly ſpeaking, be com- 


wer is the ſource, of all civil juriſdic- 


municated to any-who have not that charac- 


ter; but the temporal juriſdiction, which is 
more immediately of a human inſtitution, may 


be communicated to thoſe who have the prieſtly 
character; for that character does not tender 


* + and bu : — 
y * 


2 


ö 0 


E A 
. 


them 


("297.3 


them incapable of it. Now we find, in fact, 
that the civil powers in all Chriſtian nations 
have communicated a confiderable ſhare of 


their temporal juriſdiction to the clergy, with 


regard to thoſe of their own body; for both by 
the imperial laws, and by the particular laws 
of every kingdom, the biſhops are empowered 


to hold courts of juſtice, with regard to their 


oven clergy, not only in ſpiritual cauſes, but 

alſo in civil, and even in criminal cauſes alſo, 
and to inflict ſuch corporal puniſhments on 
the delinquents as they ſhall ſee proper, whe- 
ther by fines or impriſonments ; and this pri- 
vilege was ſo ſtrongly ſecured to the paſtors of 
the church by the civil laws, that it was ex- 
preſsly prohibited to ſue a clergyman before a 
ſecular judge, for any crime whatſoever, under 
the pain of loſing the ſuit immediately. 

| 5 


I ſhall mention one of the laws for this pur- 
poſe, which you will find in the Corpus Juris 
Quilis, among the conſtitutions of the Emper- 
or Frederick H. No. 4. It is as follows: tem 
fatuimus, ut nullus ecclefaſticam perſonam, 
n criminali queſtione, vel civili, trabere ad Ju- 
* dicium ſeculare pra ſumat, contra conſtitutio- 
* nes Imperiales et canonicas ſanctiones; quod i 
* fecerit, actor à jure ſuo cadat, &c. That is. 
We alſo ordain, that none preſume to pur ſie a 
clergyman before a ſecular- court, in any crimi- 
nal or civil queſtion, contrary to the Imperial 
conſtitutions and' canonical ſanctions; and if any 
one does it, let him Joſe his ſuit, &c. Now, Sir, 
John Huſs was an ecclefiaſtic, he was a prieſt, 


and 
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and therefore, as ſuch, was by the laws of the 
Empire ſubject to this temporal juriſdiction of 


the church, as well as to her ſpiritual authority; 


and therefore what the Detector ſays, p. 41. is 

- literally true, That © Huſs being now come to 
the Council, was no longer in the Emperor's 
hands, but wholly under the juriſdiction of 
that court till his trial ſhould be ended ;” and 
therefore, the Emperor had it not in his power 
to protect his perſon from impriſonment, with- 
out a manifeſt violation of the laws of the Em- 
pire; eſpecially as he was not yet crowned 
Emperor, but acted only in the character of 
King of the Romans. But though the church 
has received from the ſtate the degree of the 
temporal juriſdiction above ſpecified, yet ſhe 
never received the power of inflicting the pu- 
niſhment of death; nay, ſhe cannot even ac- 
cept ſuch power; for as Mr. Collier juſtly ob- 

ſer ves, in his Eccleſ. Hiſt. Vol. I. p. 617. ſhe 
acknowledges herſelf bound by her own laws, 


4 not to judge any perſon to the loſs of life or limb; 


and therefore, when any of the olergy are guilty 
of ſuch crimes as muſt be puniſhed by death, 


the church after trying them, and finding them 


guilty, does with them what ſhe did with Huſs, 
degrades them from their character of clergy- 
men, and gives them over to the ſecular ma- 
giſtrate, to receive the puniſhment their crimes 
.deſcrve: And conſequently, when Huſs was ſo 
degraded, and delivered over to'the Emperor's 
hands, he then had it fully in his power to have 
ſaved him, by granting him his royal pardon if 


he! 


„ tad efhres * 
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he had pleaſed; but he was too much convinc- 
ed of the neceſſity of letting the law take its 
courſe to do ſo: you are therefore in a very 
groſs miſtake, when you pretend, p. 31. that 
the Detector contradias himſelf, when he ſays 
the Emperor had power to fave Huſs's life after 
he was condemned, but not to protect his per- 
ſon from impriſonment. before he was convict- ' 
ed: And hence the public will alſo ſee, what 
judgment they ſhould make of all the fool- 
hardy aſſertions you advance on this ſubject. 


Aſter this neceſſary .preamble, I ſhall now 
proceed to conſider the canon of the Council 
itſelf; and, to come the more clearly to the 
true ſenſe of it, ſhall take a ſhort review of its 
hiſtory from the authority of L'Enfant. 


When Huſs was taken into cuſtody, John 
Count de Chlum, to whoſe care he had been 
committed by the Emperor, and whom L'En- 
fant calls a generous zealous friend, who never 
abandoned him, B. I. No. 36. daily ſolicited the 
Pope for his enlargement, No 38. but not being 
able to obtain it, H wrote about it to the Em- 
peror, who was ſtill abſent. No. 49. It is not to be 
doubted but that he would ſay every thing he 
could to enflame the Emperor, by repreſenting 
what was done as a violation of his ſafe-con- 

duct, as an inſult upon his honour, and the like; 
which is the very light in which he put it in 
his manifeſto upon the occaſion, No. 49. The 
Emperor, a young man, juſt raiſed to that R 
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of glory, and jealous of his honour and autho- 
rity, eaſily catched the flame; and provoked to 


fee his authority thus unworthily trampled under 
foot, immediately ſent expreſs orders to his am- 


baſſadors to cauſe Fohn Huſs to be ſet at liberty 
forthwith, and even to break the gates of the pri- 
ſon in caſe of diſobedience, ſays L'Enfant, B. I. 
No. 49. But notwithſtanding theſe expreſs or- 


ders, his ambaſſadors did not think fit to obey 


them; for John Huſs was ſtill kept in the 
Chanter's houſe ; probably they ſaw the Em- 
peror had been miſinformed by John de Chlum, 
and therefore deferred executing his orders till 
they had written to him themſelves; for it is 
ſcarce to be ſuppoſed, they would have neglect- 


ed ſuch, a peremptory command on any other 


conſideration. Be that as it will, Huſs remained 


in cuſtody till the Emperor's arrival at Con- 
| 128 which was on Chriſtmas Eve, No. 51. 


„ Sigiſmund was no ſooner arrived, but he 
* applied himſelf wholly to the affairs of the 
Council. On the 29th of December he cauſed 
* a general congregation. to be aſſembled; at 
© which the Pope was preſent, with all the Car- 
* Uinals and Prelates“ No. $4. Had the Em- 
peror been ſo much irritated at the impriſon- 
ment of Huſs, or looked upon it as a violation 


J of his ſafe- conduct, this was the proper ſeaſon 


to reſent it, and expoſtulate with the Council 
about it, in this congregation; but ſo far was 
he from doing ſo, that when the commiſfioners 


- "Free 


per religious matters defired him to allowthem 
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free liberty of acting, Sigiſmund gave them this 
anſwer: That the Council was free to 
act as they pleaſed in matters of faith; that 
they might proceed, accordipg to the rules, 
againſt ſuch as were notoriouſly tainted with 
* hereſy, and judge them according to their 
« deſerts after having heard them publicly; 
* that as for the menaces that had been made 
in certain places, and at certain times, in fa- 
* vour of John Huſs, his Majeſty had forbid 
© the putting of them in execution, and would 
© do it again if neceſſary.“ No. 57. Upon 
this, L' Enfant cries out as follows: Such a 
© ſudden turn makes it very plain that Sigiſ- 
mund was already perverted, and that the 
© clergy had made him believe, that the Coun- 
* cil batt a power to difengage him from a 
< -protnife which he could not legally make to 
a heretic.” In the ſame ſtrain, all other Pro- 
teſtant authors exclaim on this occafion ; and 
you, Sir, joining with the reſt, expreſs yourſelf 
thus: It muſt ſatisfy every man of common 
© ſenſe; that the Emperor's acquieſcence at 
©laft in their treacherous conduct, proceeded 
from their tampering, with his confcience ; 
© that is to fay, it muſt have proceeded from 
the Connicif's perfuading him, either that he 
had ſitined in granting Huſs a ſafe- conduct; 
* or that he was not obliged to keep his pro- 
* miſe to a heretic; though he had given one; 
for no other opiate but that could have quiet- 
ed a Prince ſo jealous of his honour as Sigiſ- 
mund then was.“ p. 29. | | 
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It will perhaps be looked upon as a difficult 


taſk to prove a charge of unfair dealing, of raſh 
judgment, and of calumny and ſlander, upon 
ſo 2 855 grave authors, as have either invented 
1 theſe cenſures upon the Council; 
has [ ſhall take the liberty io give in that charge, 
and hope, from what I have ſhown above, 
an to n it: For, 1 


| 1. It appears manifeſt, that the change of 
the Emperor's mind happened before. he came 


to the Council; becauſe, notwithſtanding the 
8 orders ſent. to his ambaſſadors to 

Huſs at liberty, they did not obey; which 
certainly they durſt not have neglected without 
his pay Fun upon their repreſenting to him the 


true ſtate of the caſe; nay, we do not even find 


that they ſo much as attempted to execute his 


orders, which ſtill further confirms this reflec- 


tion, and ſhows that, upon their writing to him 
Now the caſe ſtood, he had countermanded his 
firſt orders; and in fact, when he came to 
Conſtanee, and was ap lied to by the commiſſi- 
oners for libert to a Ky with freedom, he de- 
clared he had already revoked. the. threats he 
formerly. ſent about 107 Hence the Coun- 
cil did not tamper; with his conſcience, becauſe 
he had- 1 his 0 e before he 


came to the Council. Fan 
| x 
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the impriſonment. of Huſs; that Huſs never 
meant to aſk, nor the Emperor to give, a ſafe- thi 
conduct, for any other end but to be a ſafe- hy 
guard to him from his enemies on his journey, 
and from injuſtice at Conſtance; and that the 
Council did him no injuſtice by his impriſon- 
ment, -becauſe they had the full power to im- 
priſon him, and he obliged them to uſe; that 
power by his obſtinacy anddiſobedience to the 
repeated commands of his ſuperiors : It is alſo 
evident, that John de Chlum, in his complaint 
to the Emperor, had totally miſrepreſented the 
matter, and raiſed his paſſion by telling him he 
was affranted; and his ſafe-guard contemned: 
Hence the Council was under no neceſſity of 
tampering with his conſcience, nor uſing any 
ſuch impious reaſon as you lay to their charge; 
it was enough to ſhow him the naked truth, 
with which he could not fail to be fully ſatis- 
fied ; and this is what his ambaſſadors wales 
did before he came to the Council. 


18 It is no leſs ment from, all we have 
ſeen in the preamble to this ſection, that the 
Emperor could not releaſe Huſs from his im- 

0 by force, without violating the 

ws of the empite; and the Council had juſt | 
reaſon to oppoſe ſuch violation, if he attempt- 
ed it, and to tell him he could not in juſtice 
do it; and this alone was a full and fuffici- 
ent reaſon for the Emperor to ſee the miſtake 
Chlum had cauſed him to fall into. ö 


4 It 


i ( 144 ) 1 
4. It is alſo plain from what L'Enfant relates, 


that the Council never found fault with the 


Emperor for the ſafe- conduct given to Huſs as 
a protection from injuries and injuſtice; ſo far 
was it from doing this, that the Pope himſelf 
confirmed it in this view by his own expreſs 
promiſe; and the only fault they found was, 


that he attempted to extend his ſafe- conduct 


beyond what juſtice allowed, ſo as to infringe 


the juriſdiction of the council. ö 


. L'Enfant himſelf, in order to ſupport 
his uncharitable verdict, is 


guilty of a falſe 
citation ftom Reichenthal, an original author, 


and an eye: witneſs; for after relating what that 


hiſtorian ſays about Huſs's attempt to eſcape, 


he ſays, Reichenthal adds, that Sigiſmund 


© would fain have'procured him his liberty at 


© ®that time, as well for his own honour, be- 
KLauſe he had granted him à ſafe- conduct, as 
for fear of incenſing his brother Winceſlaus 
and his Bohemians; but that the doctors 


©having'given him to underſtand that it was 
not fawful to grant a ſafe- conduct to a here- 
tic,” he fubmitted to that deciſion.“ B. I. No. 
62. "Now this Taft clauſe in the original is, 


Nullo jure deberi ſalvum cunductum haretico 


in Bae ſua perſ gent That is, It is 


not lawful to grant᷑ a ſafe conduct to a here- 


© tie-Who'is'obfſtinate in his Hereſy!” But theſe 


"kit Wörds, who 18 obſtinate in his hereſy,” 
Ks nn tt 


L Enfant 
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t/Enfant leaves out, becauſe they explain the 
true ſenſe of what the doctors ſaid. - The Em- 
peror wanted to free him from priſon, and 
that the ſafe- conduct he had given ſhould 
be extended to mean oz but they told him, 
that it was not lawful for him to give a ſafe- 
conduct of that kind to Huſs; for that, by his 
obſtinacy in *eaching and preaching his doc- 
trine, during the three weeks he had been at 
full liberty after his arrival at Conſtance, he 
juſtly desen to be depriyed of that liberty 
which he abuſed, and that the Emperor could 
not lawfully hinder the orders of the Council 
in doin They were far from finding 
fault 3 * the ſafe· conduct from 1 injuries and 
injuſtice, and they only. blamed ſuch an one 
75 the Emper could not in juſtice give; but 

Enfant 3 out the above clauſe, 
would make his reader believe, that the ſaid 


it was unlawful] to give any kind of ſafe- 


conduct at all to any heretic, merely becauſe 
of his being ſo; which certainly 1 a moſt 
malicious; falſe, and uncharitable conſtruction 
of their words, into whieh, 
| others have fallen as well as 1 Enfant. 


But what, made the "AER 2 to 


Oy Huſs?. Reichenthal, as above quoted, 
tells .us clearly, it was not that he "thought ; 


the ſafe· conduct he had given required, it; 
on the contrary, We. ha de ſeen, that. 
declared i in open council to Huſs himſelf, that 
©; he gave him the ee only 10 protec? 
5 um from IRJUT1ES, he might. have 
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law ſuch juſt cauſe to do ſo. 
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was, the partizans of Huſs were continually 


buzzing in his ears what de Chlum had 
done by letters, that his honour was in- 


jured, his ſafe- conduct contemned, and that 


his brother Winceſlaus, King of Bobemia, 
and all the Bohemians would be incenſed, and 
the like: Theſe were, no doubt, pretty pow- 
erful incentives to the mind of a young prince, 
newly raifed up to ſuch a height of power, 
and it muſt have required a very convincing 
reaſon to perſuade him to deſiſt from what 
he was prompted to by ſuch motives. Now 
is it to be ſuppoſed, that he would have ſtifled 
all the emotions of ſuch. incentives, for the 


impious [reaſon you aſſign, that it was laufu 
to break the faith pledged to Huſs, becauſe he was 


a heretic,---a'reaſon which is ſhocking to the 


" firſt principles of common honeſty, as well as 


ta the dictates of the'goſpel ; to ſuppoſe this, 


you muſt ſuppoſe him void of all principles 
of; honour or honeſty, conſcience or religion; 


ſo that the cauſe you uncharitably aſſign is 
totally inadequate to the effect; whereas the 
real reaſons! the Council gave are perfectly 
ſufficient for the purpoſe, that he could not 


in juſtice, and without violating the laws of 
the empire, and invading the eccleſiaſtical 


juriſdiction, 'give any ſafe· conduct to Huſs, 
which could hinder” the Council from uſing 
its authority in impriſoning Hufs, When they 


„ * 321 N 
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This then being the RY 5569" me leave to 
alle you, Upon what grounds do you aftirm, 
that the Cnc ns och with his conſeience, 


and 


N 
and perſuaded him, that either he had ſinned in 
granting Huſs a ſafe- conduct, or that he was 
not obliged to keep his promiſe to im? This 
I affirm to be a moſt unchriſtian, falſe and 
malicious ſlander, as all the above reaſons 


| " 


make evident. 


But to return to our hiſtory, L'Enfant 
tells us, that, notwithſtanding the anſwer 
Sigiſmund gave to the Commiſſioners for reli- 
gious matters in the Congregation on the 2gth 
of December, . appears & a leiter which that 
Emperor wrote to the Bohemians in 1411, that 
the impriſonment of Huſs was againſt his conſent ; 
for in this letter he ſays, God Znows how' much 
1 was affhifted at his calamity, and all the Bohe- 


mians who were then near me plainly ſaw how 
uneaſy that affair made me, and that | ſeveral. 


trmes 1 went out of the Council in a rage, &c. 


B. I. No. 57. What dependance'is to be had 
on this letter L'Enfant himſelf ſhall inform 


us. He tells us, that © on the third of Ja- 
nuary 1415,” (that is, a few days after the 
above Congregation was held), © letters were 


« delivered to the Emperor from the nobles 


«© of Bohemia, who were extremely enraged 
«. when they heard that Huſs was in priſon, 
- « deſiring his being ſet at liberty,” Here wWas 
certainly the 7 


from the © Chanter's houſe to the tonvent of the Do- 
* | minicams. 


roper time for the Emperor to 
ſhew his mind; but ſo far was he from inſiſt- 
ing on granting their requeſt, that he etter of . 
the Bohemians had no otier effect than to confine 
Fohn Hufs more cloſely, for then he was removed 


* ; : 
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' mnicans. B. I. No. 60. Beſides, L/Enfant 
gives.a minute account of every Congregation 
and Seſſions that was held during the Council, 
and relates all the tranſactions done in them, 
but he never ſays a ſingle word that ever the 
Emperor ififiſted more upon Huſs's enlarge- 
ment, much leſs that he went out of the 
Council in a rage about it: Would ever he 
have omitted ſo important a fact had it been 
true? We muſt therefore conclude, that the 
above letter wherein. the Emperor is made to 
fay ſo, is a mere fiction. forged by fome enemy 
of the Council for ſiniſter ends. 


5 However, this much is certain, that the 
F of Huſs did inſiſt again and again 
upon the ſafe- conduct, and made great cla- 
mour about it, which made the Council take 
it at laſt into ſerjous conſideration, and emit 


the famous canon upon ſafe-conducts, which 


* is as follows, from L'Enfant. 
The preſent. Synod declares, that every 


- 


* ſafe-condudt granted by the Emperor, Kings, 


* 


* and other temporal princes, to heretics, or 
* .perſons . accuſed of hereſy, in hopes of 
* reclaiming. them, ought not to be. of any 
* 'prejudice to the Catholic faith, or to the 
” © eccleſiaſtical juriſdiction, hor to hinder but 
© © ſych, perſons may and ought to be examined, 
_ © judged and puniſhed, accordiag as juſtice 
* ſhall require, if thoſe heretics refuſe to 
- ©. revoke'. their errors, even though they 


* ſhould. be. arriyed at the, place whete they 


ae 


* 
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* are to be judged, only upon the faith of thi 
fafe- conduct, without which they would nat 
have come "hither. And the perſon who 


* ſhall haye promiſed them ſecurity, ſhall 

; not, in this caſe, be obliged to keep his 
* promiſe, by whatever tie he may be eng 
* gaged, becauſe he has done all that is in i 
f power t to do. 5 B. IV. No. 32. 3 


| Here it is manifeſt, that the Council does 
ot reject, nor find fault with ſafe · onducts, 
iven to preſerve the accuſed from injury or 
ere but only with ſuch as are of pre: 
judice to the Catholic faith; that is, to that 
faith which the Council belicyed ta be the: 
faith revealed by Jeſus Chriſt, and without 
which St. Paul aſſures us, 7 7s impoſſible. 10 
pleaſe God. Heb. xi. 6. And alſo with ſuch 
as are of prejudice to the eccleſiaſtical Jjuriſ- 
dition: The Council was con vinced, and all 
Roman Catholics believe, that no humag au- 
thority has power to give a ſafe-conduc- of 
this kind, becauſe it would be contrary to 
the laws of God, and to that ſacred authority 
He which Jefus Chriſt has veſted his church. 
he Piritnel juriſtliction of the church is he- 
lieved by Roman Catholics to be truly divine, 
and indefeaſible ; and' what is juſtly looked 
upon as a chimera i in the ſtate, is realized in, 
the church ; conſequently, no human power. 
can violate it without o ſending. God; and to 
this you fully agree, as we have ſeen above 
from your own acknowledgment, p. 35. 
Whatever ele of temporal Jpriſdiction the 
* poſſe es oyer her i ſhe * cod 
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| deed received it from the ſtate, but her title 
to it is founded upon the ſtrongeſt charters 
the ſtate could give, and confirmed again and 
again by repeated laws and conſtitutions of 
kings and emperors ; conſequently, no one 
can violate even that, juriſdiction without: the 
moſt manifeſt injuſtice. If, therefore, a ſafe- 
conduct ſhould be given in prejudice of the 
eccleſiaſtical juriſdiction, whether ſpiritual or 
temporal, it is unjuſt and unlawful in itſelf, 
contrary to the laws of God and man, and 
conſequently is in its own. nature void and 
null; and the perſon who gave it exceeded his 
commiſſion, and did what he had; no power 
to do. Now it is clear from all we have ſeen 
above, that what the partizans of Huſs con- 
tended for was, that the ſafe- conduct granted 
him by the Emperor ſhould be extended to 
what was an evident violation of the eccleſi- 
aſtical juriſdiction, and tended to the prejudice 
of the Catholic faith, in delivering one who 
was fo. obſtinate an enemy to it from the pu- 
niſhment due to him by the laws; and giving 
him full liberty to ſpread his pernicious errors 
among the people; and in tbis ſenſe the coun- 
eil, by the above canon, declared it and all 
ſuch ſafe-conducts null and invalid, being un- 
juſt in themſel ves, and done without authority 
by him who gave it. Is therefore the perſon 
who gives ſuch a ſafe- conduct obliged to keep 
his promiſe? How can he be obliged to keep 
a promiſe which is out of his*power ? No 
man can be bound by an impoſſibility, or to do 
a thing which the laws of God and man for- 
bid: To all this you can have no objection; 
5 r nay, 
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nay, you. candidly acknowledge it, p. 39. in 
theſe words: © I fem, that when a man has 
either promiſed: rathly what is unlawful, or 
© what he cannot poſſibly perform, in both 
* theſe caſes he is only bound to repentance, 
though he had confirmed his promiſe by an 
© oath.” Now, Sir, this is preciſely what the 
Council teaches i in this canon; for as it is cer- 
tainly anlauful to give a promiſe, by which 
either the true faith of Jefus Chriſt, or the 
lawful Juriſdiction of any power, whether 
church or ſtate, is violated, whoever gives 
ſuch a promiſe, by your own acknowledg- 
ment, is not obliged to perform it, bu ond io re- 
pentance,, thoy he had confirmed his promiſe 
by an oath. . as we have now ſeen, that if 
tha ſenſe of the Emperor's ſafe- conduct had 
been extended to what you ſay, it would haye 
been unlawful on both theſe accounts; there, 
fore he was by no e nt oh to SPAR 
that ſenſe. 871 


But fuppaſe the accniha.. perfor 8 2 


ſelf wp. upon the faith of —1 a . and 
would not have done ſo. without it; What 
then? This can never oblige him that gave 
the promiſe to do what is out of his power Me: | 
do, gar ap wolating. * of N 
Was eit imprudent in 1 a 
e 14 of his his 
power; or he was a t, it on 
purpoſe to decoy and W N e fay 
- then that the Emperor fell under this con- 
demnation in the . 8 be ve to Huſs? 
_ no means: We have — beg proved the 

N | contrary ; ; 


* 
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contrary ;' for neitheir did Huſs require, nor 
did the Emperor mtend any thing by his ſafe- 
conduct, but to protect Huſs from injury 
was perfectly fulfilled. Now it is evident 
and Bade; and in both theſe reſpects it 
from the words of the canon itſelf, that all 
the Council meant by it was what J dave here 
diſplayed; to wit, thiat no ſafe-guard, which 
is. prejudicial to the Catholic faith, or to 
eccleſiaſtical jvriſdiction, is yalid, or obli- 
gatory upon the perſon who gives it, in as far 
as it is. ſo prejudicial to either. But the Coun- 
cil immediately adds, what ought to confound 
all thoſe who accuſe it of patronizing the 
breach of faith with heretics,” that the perſon 
who gives ſuch a ſafe conduct is freed from 
all farther obligation, only then, when he Ms 
done otherwiſe Fall that is in his power to do; 
thereby fel declaring, that though he can- 
not 570 obliged to do lier is above his power 
in fulfillin big romiſe, yet he is obliged to 
fulfil it as far as he can, even though given to 
a heretic; and that only when he does ſo, he 
is frep from his obligation. Hence it evidently 
appears, that this very canon dectees nothing 
but what is juſt'and'tight; conformable to the 
— ht of reaſon and common ſenſe; and that 
tlie interpretation I have given of it-is the real 
lente of * Spuneill, not oniy appears from the 
words themſelves, ag we have ſeen, but alſo 
from this, that the Roman Cathole Church, 
which certainly ought beſt to know the ſenſe of 
her own Oountihs "has always explained it fo; 
and though numbers of her adverſaries have 
often alledged the contiary, tho ehutch always 
1 Tejected 


1 

rejected ſuch allegations; and her moſt emi- 
nent divines have been employed in confuting 
them, and in vindicating this Council from 
the impious conſequences drawn from them 
on her enemies. 


Sect. my  Whererm it. ſleæun, That the Raman 
Catholic: Church holds it impious and unlawful 
to break faith with oy perfor what, eee ar on 
an 6 account, . : 


| War 1 have <a faid in this letter 
ſhovrs, and 1 hope to > full conviction of 
every impartial reader, that the foul -accuſa- 
tion with which you charge the Roman Ca- 
tholics, is downright calumny and flander ; 
and that there is not one ſingle argument that 
you have brought to prove your charge, which ñ⁵ 
as the ſmalleſt connection with it; but that 1 
the whole of your pamphlet is a groſs im _—_ 
ſition! on your readers. I might therefare N 
now eome to a cloſe; as having fully | wiped «© 
off yqur ſhameful imputation : But I ſhall go 
one ſtep farther, and ſhow you, that what you 
lay to the charge of the Roman Catholics is 
the very re verſe of what ey: honey ** en 
on all > va 2 
This very Council of Conſtance itſelf 
ſhall give us 94 fulleſt proof of my aſſertion; 
and firſt; in that very canon, which is ſo un- 
juſtly cenſured by Proteſtants. If ſuch a ſafe - 
conduct were given to any heretic as the 
n there condemns, it muſt contain a 
5 W 


4 
* "Js "4 
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double promiſe, to wit, a promiſe. of preſer- 
vation againſt all injury, and injuſtice, which 
is the natural object of every ſafe- conduct; 
and another of being delivered from the juriſ- 
diction. of the church, and from the puniſh- 
ment due to their crime, if found guilty. 


Now, ſays the canon, this laſt promiſe, nei- 


ther King, Prince, nor Emperor has power to 


give, without breaking through all laws di- 
vine and human; and therefore, whoever gives 
fuch a promiſe, by whatever tie he may be 
engaged, can never be obliged to keep it, be- 
cauſe no tie can oblige any man to do an un- 
lawful thing; but as for the other part of his 
promiſe,. which is in his q wn power, he is 
ftrictly bound to perform it; for, ſays the ca- 
non, he is then only free from his obligation 


when che has performed what is in his power 


to do; Now, that this is the real ſenſe of 
this canon, is evident from its own words, in 
the acts; of which my tranſlator of LEnfant 
has given an unfair tranſlation, in what I have 
above tranſcribed from him; for what he ſays 
at the end of the canon And the perſon 
who ſhall ha ve promiſed-them ſecurity ſhall 
not, ia this caſe, be obliged to keep his 
* promiſe, by whatever tic he may be engag- 
ed, becauſe he has done all that is in his 


power to do —In the original Latin it is 


thus: Nec fic promittentem, cum fecerdt quod in 


83 in alipuo remanfiſſe  obligatuum : 
he plain Engliſh of which is, Nor fall he who 


. makes ſuch promie, when he has done what is in 


- 
& * 


" 


Fation: Where it is plain, that the Council 


hrs power io ab; remain under any farther cbli- 


9 
a. 


declares 
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declares him free from the obligation of per- 

forming his promiſe, only as to that part of it 
which is not in his your to perform; and 
that then only he is when he has actually 
done the other * which he has in his power to 
do: conſequently, this General Council of 
the Catholic Church has decreed, in the face 
of the whole world, that when a perſon makes 


ny AS «20s 9m even to a heretic, -/e- u. Eu 


ged to perform it, as far as it is in his 
3 What greater proof can be deſired 
of What is the real pAxine of Roman Ca- 
tholics ? ; 
2. The ſecond proof is alſo taken From the 
ſame Council, and from the very doctrine of 
John Huſs, which was condemned by it. I 
have related above three articles of his doc- 
trine, by which all order and authority is de- 


ſtroyed both 1 in church and ſtate ; one of theſe 
wt of af is as follows, taken from the Acts of 


the Council: Nullus eft dominus civilis, nul. 


© Jus. eft prelatus, nullus- eft epiſcopus, dum ef. 


* mm, peccato mortali.” That is, I any civil ſu- 
pertor, or prelate, or biſhap, be in-mortal Vn, «he 

is neither ſuperior, nor prelate, nor biſhop; or in 
other words, he loſes all his power and autho- 
rity. by falling into mortal fin. What is the 
natural conſequence of this doctrine? It is 
plainly this, that if a ſaperior loſes his power 
and authority, he ceaſes to be a ſuperior, and 
his ſubjects are no more obliged to obey him; 
but are thereby looſed from all ties of fideli- 


ty to him; ſo that if any inferior takes it in, | 
e 


to his head, that his ſuperior is in the ſtat 
| fin, 


* * 
* - 
* 
of 


* 
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fin, he will immediately conſider himſelf at 
Full liberty to break through all the moſt ſo- 
lemn engagements by which he was ſubjected 
ty him. Now, hereſy is by all the Roman 
Catholics looked upon as à mortal fin; and 


© conſequently, according to this dearine, if a 


ſuperior falls into herefy, his inferior is im- 
mediately looſed from al engagements, and at 
liberty to break faith with him. Is not this 
the very doctrine you lay to the Roman Ca- 
tholies charge? Is not this the very impious 
tenet you labour with ſo much ardouy to, fix 
z upon them? and yet this is the very doctrine 
which the Council of Conſtance condemns | in 


Huſs, as damnable and heretical, and for 


teaching which he — committed to the 


flames And here, Sir, be pleaſed to obſerve 

the wide difference there is between the ex- 
actneſs and precifion with which the church 
beha ves, and the wild rayings of your intem- 

perate zeal; beeauſe the laws both of church 
and ſtate concur in ſome Catholic countries to 
ſubject to certain forfeitures of dominion thoſe 
of leur aum people, who fall into hereſy, and 

are legaHly convitted of it; and having emtence 
| paſſed upon them; therefore you ridiculouſly 
2 that Catholes have a principle in 
their religion of breaking faith with alt of a 
different communion, though not of their 
church, nor ſubject to their laws; and that 

inferiors arp at liberty to break all faith with 
their heretical fuperiors, merely becauſe. they 
are ſuch, and at the option of the inferiors 
themſelves" ; On . other hand, no ſooner 


\ 
. 
a - 
doe 
. 
y 5 ' 
"3.2. , 
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does Huſs broach the above article, from 
which your general concluſion would follow 
as a neceſſary conſequence, than immediately 
the church riſes up i a General Council; and 
condemns that article as a damnable and he- 
retical doctrine! Sure, Sir; if you have a 
drop of blood in your veins, it 5 to fly to 
your face and cover you with bluthes, on fee- 
ing here what this Council teaches, and com- 
paring it with what you have ſlanderouſly laid 
to its charge, | 


3. My third proof is taken from the affait 
of Petit, as related in the Detection, which 
you affect much to utidervalue ; but I ſhall 
here narrate it, and leave it to the judgment 
of the readers, who will, I dare ſay; form a very 
different opinion of it. In the yeat 140%, 
John Sanſpeur, Duke of . having 
cauſed Louis, Duke of Orleans, only brother 
of Charles VI. King of France, to be aſſaſ- 
ſinated, formed a party, and raiſed a ci vil war. 
Among his r was one John Petit, a 
Doctor of Paris, who had gained great repu- 
tation for his learning and eloquence. This 
unhappy man publicly defended the murder, 
and maintained in ſubſtance this wild propoſi- 
tion, That © any tyrant whatſoe ver may, and 
* ought lawfully and meritoriouſly to be mur- 
* deted by any vaſſal or ſubject of his own, 
even by ſecret ſnares, or ſubtile flattery, or 
* adulation ; notwithſtanding. any oath. given, 
or agreement entered into with him, and 
without waiting the ſentence or command 
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<.of any judge whatſoever &. As this affair 


was not ſettled when the Council of Con- 
ſtance met, Petit's ſcandalous doctrine was de- 
lated to the Council; and, after a full hear- 
ing of the parties, the following ſentence of 
condemnation was paſſed upon it: The ſa- 
'* cred Synod, ſolicitous to combat this error, 
and root it out entirely, declares and de- 
fines, that this doctrine is erroneous in 
faith and morals; and therefore rejects and 
condemns it as heretical, ſcandalous, and 
opening a door to frauds, deceit, lies, 
treachery, and perjury : And, moreover, de- 
clares and determines, that thoſe who obſti- 
nately aſſert this moſt -pernicious doctrine 
are heretics, and, as ſuch, are to be puniſh- 
ed according to the ſacred canons f.“ In 
this ſentence, paſſed by the Council, two 
things are to be obſerved; firſt, it condemns 
the doctrine of King-killing by their ſubjects, 
as erroneous 'm aun and morals, as a heret:- 


E 9 0.4. 


cal, ſcandalous, and moſt” pernicious dottrine ;, 
= » _ * e 22 | . |; . , 


** Quilibet tyrannus poteſt et debet licite et meritorie occi- 
di per quemcunque vaſſallum ſuum, vel ſubditum, etiam per 
clanclurares, inſidias, et ſubtiles blanditias, vel adulationes, 
non obſtante quocunque præſtito juramento, ſen confæderati- 
one factis cum eo, non expectata ſententia vel mandato judi- 
cis cujuſcunque. TRE n: AO 
A Adverſus hunc errorem ſatagens ſancta ſynodus exfurgere, 

ipſumque funditus tollere, declarat et definit hujuſmodi doctri- 
nam erroneam eſſe in fide, et in moribus, ipſamque tanquam 
hæreticam, ſcandaloſam, et ad fraudes, deceptiones, menda- 
cia, proditiones, perjuria, vias dantem, reprobat et condem- 
nat. Declarat inſuper et diſoernit quod pertinaciter doctrinam 
hanc aſſerentes ſunt hæretici, et tanquam tales juxta eanonicas 
fanctiones puniendi. Act. Conc, Conſtant. Seſſ. 15. 


— 


and 
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and even though the prince ſhould be a Hram 
of whatever kind ; quilibet ſyrannus, as the con- 
demned propoſition expreſſes it; and in this 
we have a convincing proof, how much the 
Roman Catholics are ſlandered and calumni- 
ated by thoſe who lay this pernicious doc- 
trine to their charge; and. yet how often is 
this done by their enemies, in this very coun- 
try itſelf, both in books and declamations, on 
purpoſe to render them odious, and hold them 
up in an execrable light to the populace ? In 
the ſecond'place, this doctrine is not only con- 
demned as heretical in itſelf, but alſo, becauſe, 
to aſſert it to be lawful, notwithflanding any 
oath grven, or agreement entered upon with the party, 
opens a'door to frauds, deceit, lies, treachery and 
pergury. And could the Council, in ſtronger * 
terms, condemn all frauds, deceit, lies, treache- 
ry, and perjury, than by reprobating Petit's doc- 
trine as heretical and ſcandalous, preciſely be- 
cauſe it opens a door to theſe impieties? What 
ſentence would the Council paſs upon theſe 
impieties themſelves, if it fo ſeverely con- 
demns what only opens a door to them? And 
is not breaking faith with heretics one of 
theſe impieties here condemned in general 
terms by the Council? To avoid the glaring 
light of this proof, you expreſs: yourſelf 
as follows, page 41. But what; I pray, 
does the canon againſt Petit amount to, 
more than a condemnation ' of murder, 
* fraud; falſehood, and perfidy n general? 
But it ſays nothing ani: ranks 
faith with heretics,” which is the matter n 
* diſpute,” Strange infatuation | When a law 

| __ condemns * 


60569 
cehdeiuns any crime in general, does it not 
thereby condemn every eee caſe that 


belongs to it? When Almighty God fays, 
Thou Jhalt not commit adultery, is there any 
particular.kind of Adultery excepted ? When 


thy neighbour; does he not forbid alt kinds of 
hes, falſe teſtimonies and perjuries, without 
exception? But had you given yourſelf time 


condemned, you would have. ſeen the ver 
cafe you propoſed included in it. For a 


you are pleaſed to add, that, the Council 


hadi in their eye the murder of the Duke of 
Orleans, who in their judgment, was a Ca- 
: tholic, but there is not a word faid of here- 
I tis; p. 42. yet I muſt again take the liberty 
here of telling you, that this is another groſs 
miſrepreſentation of the matter; for had you 


would have d; that as the partizans of 
the Dukes of Burgundy and Orleans were 
both —_—_— powerful, and carried on their 
reſpeRive pl ith great warmth, the Coun- 
cil ly — rens. to abſtain from the 
particular cenſura ble propoſitions of Petit, 
2 to condemn all he had advanced upon 
this occaſion; as neceſſarily included in the 
above general propoſition, which has no re- 
X N to the murder of the Duke of Orleans 
in particular, but comprehends all poſſible 

a * the kind; and accordingly, it con- 
demus the aſſerting that ary. tyrant whatſoever, 
quilibet tyrannus, may be-murdered on 85 ub- 


;- nen any oath giuen, &c. Now; 
2503 1. 


he ſays Thou ſhalt not bear falſe witneſs againſt 


to reflect but a moment upon the doctrine 


conſulted LEnfant upon this affair, you 
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it will not be denied that a herotical tyrant is 


one of the worſt of tyrants, who tyranniaes 
over mens conſciences as well as their bodies; 
and it is evident, that a heretical tyrant is 


comprehended under the term of quilibet 9H: 


|; waere any tyrant whatſoever, and, con —_ 
ly, in this decree, the Council expreſs] 9 con- 
— all lies, perjuries, and breach of faith, 
even with heretical tyrants, as well as others. 
This being ſo evidently the caſe, you muſt 
furely appear in 'a very malignant light to 
every ſerious Chriſtian, when you end this 
ſubject as follows: But this Canon, which 


vVvas enacted upon the particular occaſion juſt 


mentioned, can never take away tlie force 
of that general decree pronounced: againſt 
* + heretics, namely, that they may lawfully be 
put to death by orders of the Church in ſpite 
« of" a ſafe- conduct.“ For God's ſake, Sir, 
what do you mean by ſuch a barefaced Falſe- 
hood? Where is there ſuch a general decree 


as you here" alledge? 1 challenge you; in the 


face of the World, to produce it, or ſay where 
it is to be found, n an 66 e 
e rmuogath ien = 1 N. 
VAT; 

4. My fourth proof 18 ide . the bull 
of Pope Martin V. Which, as you yourſelf 
acknowledge, page 42. condemns wrilfu}/ 
+ perjury on any occaſion Whatever, though 


„for the fake of the faith: yea, Sir, -not , 4 


only condemns it, but even makes it à tetin 


of Catholio communion to believe; T ,, 


nat lauful for a man to peffure him 


elf en ae 
3 „ Is not 


the 
reverſe 


. 
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do be prayed for, than to be argued with.” 


_ -* againſt» the breach of a Aa, 
the intereſt of the Church requires it.” Is 
it poſſible, that any one of common ſenſe can 
be deceived by ſuch a pitiful and childiſn eva- 
ſion ? Does not the decree condemn a// wilfu! 


preſsly teaches, that it is never lawful to decerve 
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teverſe of what you lay to the charge of 


Roman Catholics ? You alledge, * they think 


it lawoful to betray and lie when the intereſt 


of their church ſeems to require it,” page z. 


and to do ſo, even though bound by an oath, | 
Page 8; and here this Pope condemns all 
. wilftt 


/-pergury, on any occaſton' whatever, even 


though for the ſale of the faith, which is the 


ſame” as the intereſt of the Church! Now, 


Sir, you knew this decree, you acknowledge 
its force; but wilfully ſhutting your eyes 
againſt its light, you endeavour: to blind 
others alſo, by ſaying, as it were in contempt, 
that it does not come up to the caſe in 
hand, for — it only condemns a fa//e oath for 


the ſake of the faith; but it ſays nothing 
oath, when 


Fer jury; an any oftafion whatſoever? And is not 
ie breach of a:[awfufoath as real pergury as the 


giving aa/e:oath? How unbecoming a Chrif- 


tian is it to rave in this manner! I pray God 
to pity you; for, as Mr. D d ſaid to you 
on a former occaſion, you have more need 


8. A fifth , proof of what the Roman Ca- 


tholies believe: on this ſubject, I take from 


St. Thomas of Aquin, who as we have ſeen 


above, in Queſt. 40. Art. 3. of his 2. 2. 


which you ſaw and examined yourſelf, ex- 


even 


TE; 
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even our enemies, either by telling them'a lie, or 
breaking our promiſe to them. Now, St. Tho- 
mas is indeed an eminent divine in the 
Roman Catholic Church, and a ſtandard di- 
vine -in their ſchools, who- flouriſhed two 
centuries before the council of -- Conſtance, 
and whoſe works are every where approved 


on points of religion; he is therefore a full 


and competent evidence of the Roman Ca- 
tholic doctrine, But he is not the only ap- 
proved divine who teaches ſo; I might bring 
a cloud of others to the ſame purpoſe; but as 


the authority I have already brought is more 


than ſufficient to confute your calumny, I 
ſhall, inſtead of bringing more, make here 
the ſame challenge to you which the author 
of the Detection made to Dr. Campbell, and 
call upon you, in the face of the world, 10 
produce any one approved divine of the Roman 


Catholic Cmmumion, that teacher this Aammnable 


docrrine you lay to their charge, that they hold it 
lawful to break, their faith to any mortal, or 10 
lie, betray, or murder, on any account whatſoever. 
—* And if you cannot (as I am. ſure you 
cannot), what idea muſt the diſcerning pub- 
lie form of your heart, in aſperſing fo nu- 
merous a body as the Roman Catholics are, 
in ſo ſhocking a manner; and in poiſoning 
* the. hearts of your readers with the moſt 
© envenomed averſion againſt their innocent 
© fellow-creatures, by your ſhameful cal 

* nies.” Detect. p. 44. 25 | 


I might add here many other proofs of the 
real doctrine of Roman Catholics on this 


M2 - point, 


G64) 

Point, both from their books and public de- 
erees; but as what J have ſaid is more than 
enough for my purpoſe, 1 ſhall ſtop here, and 
only refer my reader to the Detection, where 
| Fa will find the purity of their doctrine prov- 
ed alſo from their practice, in. wry Gen 

inſtances there res | 


1Þ | eve only: to add one been more, 
which" is, that the decree you bring in your 
poftſcript to prove, that the Emperor was 
Sbliged to carry into execution the ſentence 
of death pronounced by the Council of Con- 
_ againſt Huſs, is another impoſture, and 
gi ſition on the public; for we have 
ident ſeen there never was ſuch a ſentence 
Pronowficed by the council; and the decree 
you chere eite from the Set. Decret. of the 
Corpus Faris Cunonict (as almoſt all the others 
are in chat part of the book); is nothing at 
a tegulation made by that Pope for the 
ot” — which is not of the Cnalleſt 
Weight or 1 in the generality of Ca- 
thelte ebuntries. But it was acting conſiſ- 
tently to end your book as it began, that it 
might be all of 4 NN a collection of falſe- 
Hoods” and calumnies, *a groſs impoſition on 
the public, a ſeditious and incendiary pam- 
le, compoſed" of miſrepreſentations and 
Me reeſoning owe nin ape to end. 


A. 3 
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IT is now high time to come to an end, and I 
think I have left nothing in your letter unan- 
ſwered; 1 ſhall therefore add only a few 
words more by way of concluſion. It is not 
unlikely but you may attempt to make a reply 
to this; nay, if what I hear ſaid of you be 
true, that write what I will, yau are determined 
to. tick to me like a burr, I may expect a reply; 
however, that you may not wander away 
from the 2 and weary your readers as 
you have done on former occaſions, with un- 
meaning words and unintelligible” declama- 
tions, I ſhall here take the liberty to point 
out to you what you /ould do, if you wiſh to 
do any thing to the purpoſe. I have accufed 
your pamphlet of containing many falſe affer. 
tions; and have given you my reaſons for. ſo 
doing; now, as the proof of your charge 
againſt the Roman Catholics depends entirely 
upon the truth of theſe aſſertions, to make a 
proper reply to this letter, you muſt prove 
them to be true; I ſhall therefore lay before 
you, in one view, a lift of the principal ones 
among them, with the pages in your pam 
phlet where they are to be found, that you 
may ſee at once what the public will expect 
from you, and I ſhall annex my charge of 
falſehood to every one of them, leaving you _ 
to wipe it off tho beſt way you can. 


1. A 


1 
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1. Ii falſe, That the letter of Clement 

VI. (p. 6.) is a deed of any weight, regard, or 
authority among the Roman Gatholics, with- 
out which it is no way competent to prove 
your charge againſt them. 


2. LI f. falſe, That Martinus Gilbertus is an 
approved divine of the Church of Rome, as 
you affirm, p. . 


9; # 17 Jae That Simanca is an eminent di- 
vine and caſu 


is-looked upon as a arvrne at all. 


4. I falle, That the canons: and decrees 
contained in the Corpus Juris Canonici, are the 
fixed and ſettled regulations of the Church, p. 

8. or any thing more than a collection of all 
the various, oppoſite and contradictory regula- 
tions which have been made in different ages, 
in all the different countries of the Chriſtian 
world, and upon an infinity of different, op- 
poſite, and contradictory exigencies, during 
the ſpace of more than a thouſand years. 


5. II i falſe, That the decree of Gregory IX. 
is a fixed and ſettled regulation of the Church, 
P. 20. or that any regard is paid to it as a 
regulation at all, in moſt of Roman Catholic 

6. I i falſe, That the letter of Clement VI. 
to the King of France, though it were proved 
5 28 885 to 


3 in of the Romiſh Church, p. 9. 
much leſs an approved divine, p. 17. or that he 


ip 4 om _8_- 


; (16) 
to be enuine, has the leaſt concern with' Peer | 
miles tween man and man. 


7. It is falſe, That the ediaſoquences drawn 
by — and Gilbertus, from the particular 
laws then in force where they lived, and in 
the circumſtances which they regard, have the 
ſmalleſt connection with what you pretend, 
where the caſe is widely different, where theſe 
laws ha ve no being at all. and not one of the 
Germ relating to them exiſt, 


8 Its Falke That the decretal of Gregory- 
= proves any thing elſe but the exiſtence of 
rticular penal law, affecting none but the 

f jects of that ſtate where it exiſts, and when 
— N guilty oy the crime it gy? 4 


L is ; fal 2 That 3 decree of Gree 
vil. p . 22, and 49. has any word in it about 
e at all; or contains any thing elſe 
than a penalty legally annexed to excommuni- 
cated perſons, whatever their crime be, La 
intended for here amendment. r 110 

4. * «4 
10. I 75 Ahe, That te Be ſafe- con. 
duct to Huſs was either ſought by Huſs, or in- 
tended by the Emperor to ſecure Huſs from _ 
the condemnation of the Council, or from the 
puniſhment due by the laves to his ces, if 
tound guilty, . 


11. E is Vall That t the pense was obli. 
ged, in virtue of this ſafe- conduct, to ſecure 
| to 
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to Huſs a return to mm, whether ak 
or not. 


12. It i Falſe, That the fe- andgd was 

violated, either by the Council, or by the Em- 
1 in the condemnation and 8 — of 
u 8. 4 "iu , 


13. 17 is Vale, That the ſafe-condudt was 
violated by the impriſonment of Haſs. 


14. 1 is fal 6, That the B of eee 
Ns breach of faith in practice. 


ths 1 is fad = That the Council either had 
to tamper with the Emperor's conſcience, 
or did, in fact, tamper with it, to petfuade 
him, that he was not obliged to keep faith 
with s, becauſe he was a heretic. 


1465 — 17 "ale, That this Couteil decreed it 
lawful to break faith with heretics; it, evident- 
by ane * the contraty. 1 


„9 7 102 1 15 _— 


I is He, Phat abe impirifotvent. of 


kuk a the Council was a daring + WAR of 


PS: joriſdidtion, p. 26. 


18. 0 Falk, That the Council thirſted for 
H an ee > tt 36 


Ls fol, That his galt casdsd bad 


been preſented to the DP in Gonna p. 7 
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20. IL is falſe, That Huſs was one of the A. 
peror's own ſubjects, p. 30. 


221. I ts falls, That honour, conſeience, 
principle, required the Council to exert their 
authority to ſave Huſs, p. 33. 


22. L is falſe, That burning was the puniſh- 
ment of a convicted heretic, by the Werde 
or canon law, p. 35, 


* 


23. # is falſe, That any Popiſh rd a- 
Jopted the law of rages. heretics from the 


eburehs, p. 35. 


24. 1 is Ahe. That the Emperor was oblig- 
ed to ſee Huſs burned, under the penalty of 
being ruined in this world, and damned in the 
next, &c. p. 40. in the opinion of the Council. 


25. I is falſe, That the decretal of Sent. 
Decret. is fairly cited by Dr. Grant, for pions | 
of his being ſo obliged, p. 41. 


26. is falk, Thibtherd ieee 

inſt . declaring that they may be 
Rwfull put to death by the orders of the 
church, in a ſpit of a faſe-condue, p. 43. 


2). Er falſe, That the Council of Conſtance 
2 not condemn breach of faith with bere- 


. 8 


28. I is Falle, That che l Ae 2 
gainſ 3 included in the deereo of the 
Council 


ö 
ö 
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Council of Trent, in favour of eccleſiaſtical per- 
ſons and the liberties of the church, p. 45-6. 


Theſe, Sir, are the ſhameful falſehoods with 
which your pamphlet is ſtuffed from end to 
end; and upon the credit of which you have 
baſely impoſed upon the public, and endea- 
voured to enffame the paſſions of your readers 
againſt your innocent neighbours. If, there- 


fore, you attempt a reply to what J here ſend 


you, it is incumbent on you to ſnew that theſe 
twenty-eight affertions are truihis; and to ſhow 
it, not by vain declamations and bold aſſerti- 
ons, but by ſolid reaſons, ſuch as will ſatisfy 


the minds of the public: If, you make this 


yon gain your point; but if not, think, 
everend Sir, in what light you muſt appear, 
both before the great God that made you, and 
before the whole world! But I ſhall not puſh 


this any further;—your own conſcience will 
make up the reſt} | 


have ftill one thing more to add.—I have 


induſtriouſly avoided taking any notice of the 


jeers and perſonal reflections which you have 


thrown out againſt me, both in your printed 


pamphlet, and in the ſeveral letters you wrote 
myſelf on the fame ſubject: However much 


you may judge it graceful to your book, or 


your character, to make fuch re- 


becoming 
flections, I ſhould think it a ſtain upon mine 
to regard them. But they give me good 


grounds to believe, that the virulence you ex- 
preſs againſt the Roman Catholics in all this 


affair, riſes from fome'other cauſe than a real 


"H0ggo )- chriſtian 


tC oF 

| chriſtian zeal for religion, Nor do I think it 
difficult to find out that cauſe, and it is of im- 
portance to diſcover it to the public, that the 
world may ſee by whom, and from what mo- 
tives they have been ſo ſolemnly impoſed up- 
on. The diſtinguiſhing: tenet of the religious 


ſect you belong to, is an attachment lo the un- 
fortunate family of Stuart,” in oppoſition to tie 
preſent eſtabliſhment ; in conſequence of this, 
u refuſe ail oaths of allegiance to the.reign- 
ing powers; and from this your ſect derives its 
name of Non-zurants, You all along imagined 
that the Roman Catholics were of the ſame 
political creed with yourſelves, and however 
much you hate them in other reſpects, you 
kept in ſome friendſhip with them, conſider- 
ing them as a ſupport to your party. But 
now, upon ſeeing them embrace with readineſs 
the firſt opportunity they ever have had of 
ſhewing their love to their country, and their 
attachment to the perſon and government of 
his ſacred Majeſty King George, you imme- 
diately conſider them as deſerters of your 
cauſe, and the bitterneſs of your enmity to- 
wards them has no more bounds. No ſooner 
did you hear what was going on in Parlia- 
ment laſt ſpring, in their favour, than the 
tongues of your party were looſed againſt 
them in the moſt virulent manner; and you 
know yourſelf what an unchriſtian exclama- 
tion a B-—p of your communion made 
upon the occaſion. At the ſame time, under- 
ſtanding that I had a conſiderable hand in 
ſetting on foot and promoting that affair, and 
that my Journey to London laſt ſpring was 
1 4 ſolely 


( 1a ) 
ſolely on that account,—1, of eourſe, became 
the particular object of your averſion, and 
the mark againſt which the fatires ef the 
high-flown people of your party were pointed. 
— You, even more intemperate than the reſt, 
not content with pri vate reffections, which 
you could not avoid making on this ſubject, 
even in your letters to myſelf, would expoſe 
me to the world in public, and having picked 
up the miſapplied paſſages of ſome Catholic 
authors, thought you had got in them an 
_ eff:ual means of doing ſa; and inſiſted on a 
public diſcuſſion before witneſſes. This not 
being complied with ſo ſpeedily as you wiſhed, 
you prepared all your arguments for the preſs, 
and had it publiſhed. to the world; but, 
Haman-like, v ſcorned ie lay hands on Mor- 
decai alone, but ſought. e deftroy all the Fews 


: throughout ius kingdom, Eſther iii. 6. To this 


purpoſe, bothin your pamphlet, and in the 
public prints, * the ſignatures of Hlila- 
[ethes, Aiguus, &c. you repreſented the Roman 
Catholies in general, and their religion, at this 
critical time, in fuch odious colours, by the 
ordinary methods of flander and cahamny, as. 
naturally tend to excite the averſion and deteſ- 
tation of your readers againſt them: cate was 
taken to ſpreat your pamphlet every where, 
that its effects might be the more univerſal: 
and I am ſorry to ſee that its ſeditious effects 
have already begun to appear; witneſs the 
late riet at Glaſgow, where a ſmall handful of 
poor innocent Roman Catholics, who had met 
at a friend's houſe to ſay their prayers, were 
ſo much inſulted, and ſo inhumanly 3 
e 5 y 


1 
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by the furious rabble, inſtigated to ſuch cruelty 
by the impreſſion your pamphlet had upon 
them. Nor is it the rabble alone who are 
influenced by your ſlanders; to what elſe can 
be attributed the many bitter ſpeeches made 
in ſome Synods and Preſbyteries, and the reſo- 
lutions taken againſt the Roman Catholics, 
ſince your pamphlet appeared, but to the ſame 
cauſe? The ſenſe of the eſtabliſſied clergy, 
upon this affair well appeared in the laſt Ge- 
neral Aſſembly; ſo ſudden a change in ſuch 
numbers of them muſt have had ſome cauſe, 
and there is no other to be found but the 
ſpreading your pamphlet among them. They 
could never imagine that one of your cha- 
racter would endeavour to impoſe upon the 
world by calumnies and miſrepreſentations; 
and it was natural for them to look upon 
your bold aſſertions as proceeding from the 
| 13 your cauſe; but they did not 
know the ſecret ſprings that moved you, nor 
the diſappointed party zeal that fired your 
mind; otherwiſe they would have reflected, 
that all is not to be truſted that flows from fo 
corrupted a ſource. However it 1s to be hoped, 
and I am fully perſuaded; that there are num- 
bers of that venerable body, who, animated 
by the maxims of the gofpel, will not eaſily 
give way to the deluſion; and perhaps even 
thoſe who have been influenced by it, on ſee- 
ing from this anſwer how the caſe ſtands, and 
\ perceiving the ſource from whence the delu- 
ſion aroſe, will return to, thoſe ſentiments of 
humanity and moderation which grace the 
character they bear, will pity the condition of 
5 OR KY the 


— . Ä — = 


Kn 


the poor Catholics, who are ſo hardly dealt 


with on all hands; and perhaps, which 1 


ſhould not wiſh, may alſo feel an indignation 


riſe in their breaſts at the perſon who has 
uſed ſuch unchriſtian means to ſtir up perſe- 
cution againſt them; eſpecially when they 
ſee, that the flame, enkindled by his pam- 


phlet, tends directly to diſturb the mild and 


prudent intentions of the legiſlature ; who, 
fully convinced of the innocence: of the Ro- 


man Catholics, and their tenets, and of the 
ad vantage it muſt be of to the nation to 


deftroy all diſtinctions, and unite all parties, 
under one noble denomination of Faithful 


ſabecte, firmly attached to therr King and Con- 
/ittution, ha ve begun to relax the ſeverities of 
the laws'againſt them, and to conſider them 
in their true colours, in which they wiſh- to 
de viewed, and in that character which they 
ſhall make it their en were rene ever 
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P. S. Having juſt ended the above, I ob- 
ſerved, in the Weekly Magazine of this date, 
a Paper ſigned Eraſmus on Religious Modera- 
tion. As it is very much adapted to the 
ſubjet of our correſpondence, . I ſhall here 
inſert it for your peruſal, | 


SINCERELY think the Roman Catholics of Great 


Britain are much to be pitied. For theſe two cen- 
turies paſt they have been n diſclaiming max- 
ims which their adverſaries have charged them with; 
and as conſtantly have their adverſaries renewed the 
charge. Their lot ſeems to reſemble that of the 
fagot- maker, in the comedy, who is forced, by the 
repeated blows of a pair of luſty fellows, to own 
himſelf a great doctor; although poor Sganarelle 
knows no more of the medical ſcience, than I do of 
with pas = the ou | 1 oe manner, the Pa- 

iſts are ſo dunned with“, depoſing powers, papal 
Alpenfaions, pardons, W june, breach of faith to 
heretics,” and the like, that I ſhould not much won- 
der if they, at length, acquieſced in the odious im- 
putation ; and cried qut, wearied with importunity, 
« Even as you pleaſe, Gentlemen! To what pur- 
poſe, indeed, ſhould they perſevere in aſſertiv their 
Innocence, when they are not believed? It is in 
vain for them to proteſt, and proteſt again, that they 
do not hold theſe doctrines. We tell them, we 
know better than they do; and call them hypocrites, 
and prevaricators, for their pains. Were it. the vul- 


gar only that. were thus 5 againſt them, it 


would not be fo ſurpriſing; the prejudices of the 
vulgar ought never to ſurpriſe: but that. the. polite, 
the faſhionable and learned ſhould be weak enough 
to give into theſe abſurdities ; and that the bar, . 

bench, and the pulpit ſhould fo often have — 
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fe iti Places abounding with Roman Catholics, I have 
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the ſame ſenſeleſs jargon, is, ſurely, a matter of 


reaſonable aſtoniſhment. It gave me inconceivable 
pain, ſome years ago, to find one of our beſt wri- 
ters, in a ſynod-ſermon, ſtaining his elegant and 

uſeful page with ſome uncharitable and unjuſt in- 
ſinuations of that nature; and I could not keep my- 
ſelf from being tranſported with indignation, at fee- 
ing his majeſtic and maſterly 8 debaſed with any 
thing ſo mean as the ſcum of controverſy. There 
are, alſo, ſome few indirect reflections on Popery in 
the celebrated Eſſay on Tvuth, which one would not 
have expected from the known candour of its author. 
But * peace to all ſuch!“ Although ſome inconſi- 


derate and ungenerous expreſſions may have acci- 


dentalty dropped from them, they are no- ways to be 
ranked with ſuch incomſcientious libelters as the 
anonymous author of the Proteſlant's Reſolution, and 
ſo many others of the ſame kidney, who write, one 
would think, with a premeditated deſign of miſre- 
preſenting the Roman Catholic doctrine, and of ren- 
dering its profeſſors the object of popular deteſtation. 


As they obſerve no rules of decorum or decency 


in their attacks, I ſhall not think myſelf under any 
obligation of treating them with much regard in my 
defence ; ſo much the more; that Jam Trading the 
canſe of a harmleſs. and injured. people, who are 
hiſſed* at when they but dare to mutter their own 


What H am I, then, the 'avowed' advocate of Pope- 


No, Sir but Jam, and ever will be, "the 
avowed advocate gf Truth, — ſhould truth, peradven- 


ture, lie on the ſide of Papiſts—as T am, and ever 


will be the avowed enemy of calumny and ſlander, 


Would theſe, unluckily, be met with on the ſide of 


Proteſtants.” As I have lived the moſt part of my 


had more © 317 act; v anv of examining into 
their doctrines, and of obſerving their practices, 7 
r ( ͤͤͤ ² 33 3 IB ,C\, | 9238 x the 


* 
= 


" 


( 179-) 


the moſt of Proteſtants can poſſibly have; and [ have 


been long fully convinced, that neither their doctrines 
nor their practices are ſuch as they are commonly re- 
preſented. I would not wiſh to be miſunderſtood. 
i do not fay that 'no Roman Catholics have taught, 


ry pernicious doctrines: the contrary is evident from 
inconteſtable monuments. There have been times 
| of © darkneſs and aneh, when _ — of 
KF depo ſin er, in particular, was generally taught and 
a — 7 thouſand ſchoolmen, the ſy ts of 
the court of Rome, have aſſerted that the Pope; as 
Vicar of © Chriſt, "might abſolve ſubjects from their 
- oaths of allegiance, tranfer crowns from one head to 
another, and difpoſe of kingdoms and empires, as 
the lord paramount of the Chriſtian world: and there 
| have not heen wanting ſome" aſpiring pontiffs, who 
| - ventured to realize thoſe monſtrous prerogatives: But 
this pretended temporal ſupremacy of the Pope was 
never, even in the moſt uhenlightened periods, ac- 
knowledged an article of Catholic! faith; and in pro- 
portion ag the miſts of igndrance were diſpelled, it 
Was exploded in almoſt every Catholic country as a 
dangerous, and even 7 — 8 eber fo 
exploded as an impious tenet, by the greateſt: part 
Catholics! cannot poſſibly be a Catholic ale le: 
> therefore the Gectuine ef Woch pour in fa 
injuriouſſy claſſed among Roman Catholic principles. 
9 noo ie ch £57 ien if; of 
The 'pthet' accuſations” ate eqqually, or rather ſtill 
more groundleſs.” A few, and But a few, lax caſu- 
its in the Roriſh communibꝶj have taught, that it 
is awful, on ſome occaſions, to employ pious frauds, 
equivocations, and mental reſervations, not only for 
the fake of religion, but alſo in che common occur- 
rences of life; not only With heretics, but alſo with 
thoſe of the fame profeſſioi! But what was the con- 
ſtant fate of all thoſe theological paradoxes? On 


their very firſt appearance y they were expofed by Ca- 
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much leſs that no Roman Catholics have practiſed ve- 
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thing in all- this that gives room to conclude, tha 
they wete conſidered as Catholic principles? Perhaps, 
ſome bold adventurers in probabiliſm may have taken 
upon them. to decide that - Ng faith is to be kept 
with heretics; though L muft, confeſs. I have never 
met Vith any that maintained this diabolical poſition : 
> but what is that to thoſe Roman Catholics who ap hay 
- 'with--one voice, that it is a damnable maxim; 
and are ready to abjure it in the ſame ſolemn man- 
ner that they abjure the devil at their heptiſin 4 
4 hne : b „ 77 119 4 wer 
uin fact, We hexen not heard: of. a ſingle Þ a oil in 
12 Ireland, ho has made the leaſt ſcruple 
do take the oath of allegiance. preſcribed .by the hte 
acts of their reſpeQive parkaments ; although the ab- 
Juration of all the fore mentioned obnoxious tenets 
be expreſsly contained in it; and although, as was 
- obſerved by am eminent member of the Houſe of 
Commons, it is far from being conched in the moſt 
qelieate terms imaginable From this conduct of the 
Bau Cetbohes is;deduced an argument which, Lap- 
prebend, is alone deciſtve of the queſtion in debate. 
ile they take this: oath; and- ahjure thoſe doctrines, 
they either remain in the Romiſh communion, or 
they do not. If they are ſuppoſed to remain in the 
Romiſſi eommunion, it is evident that the maxims 
they ſo formally abnegate cannot be Romiſn princi- 
ples: But if, 5 the oath, they ceaſe to be 
WM niſts „then, ſurely, they ceaſe, at the ſame 
time, to be anſwerable for any -Romiſh. principle 
Whatever: ſo that, in any event, the charge againſt 
f . is N —— OW METEOR > * 
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( 179.) 
that it is ** a leading principle in the Roman Catholic 
religion, That it is meritorious either to deceive. or 
d 255 a heretic.” —lIt is to no purpoſe for them to 
pick, from the hiſtory of tumultuous times, exam- 
ples of fraud or cruelty-pradtiſed by Papiſts ; (were 


the Papiſts inclined to retaliate, they could, certainly, 
make heavy retaliations). It is to no purpoſe to col- 
le, in ſupport of their-ynjuſt aſſertion, the authori- 
ties of theolot es, the reſeripts of Popes, or even 
ir GO of _councils, if any ſuch decrees there be. 
The Roman Catholic till wilt repeat, that he be- - 
| heves no ſuch doctrines; and I ſee no other anſwer - == 
, that can be returned, but that, he is a d—=d lying © 3 
Papiſt, to whoſe aſſeverations no credit is due !”"—If - 
the adverſaries of popery and the abettors of -perſe- © 
. cution chuſe to adopt this mode of ratiocination, 
much good may it do them! If not a great proof 
ol ſuperior judgment, it is, at leaſt, a icient ma- 
nifeſtation of ſuperlatiye-zeal-. The pop nase will, 1 
doubt not, app! ud them for it; bigots will rank 
them among the champions of the Proteſtant*cauſe, . 
and whole: fynods (it may bel) will found their 
praiſe :—But the candid, the humane, the eplighten-" 
ed part of the nation will view their conduct in a 
different light, and conſſet them as diſturbers of the 
public peace, fomenters of ſedition and civil diſcord, 
the profeſſed enemies of Religious Moderation, and, 
whatever they pretend, the real enemies of their” © ; 
counmry,. | — 7 


RT. 
„ 1 0 


> | © (han n 

And now, Sir, may I be permitted to addreſs my 

ſelf to the reverend lergy in a manner Cs * 5 

different from that in w ich they have been recentlilix 
addreſſed. —Fwould, by no. means, adviſe youz gen- 
tlemen, to © reviſe the popiſh controverſy, r in- 
deed any kind of controverſy at all; becauſe-of all 
methods it is, perhaps, the ſeaſt effectual to cemo re 
our religious differences. I would far leſs-adviſe you Py 
eto preach againſt popery:“ you could net take a 
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( 180 ) 
e/proper.meaſure-to, give, it a credit and influ- 
5 20 at preſent ĩt Oh. has not. But I would 
adviſe you. (with all due ſubmiſſion) « to reviſe” your 
Bibles, and to preach” the pure, the peaceful doc- 
trines of the Goſpel, of JzsUs:—a Goſpel that 
eathes nothing but meekneſs, mercy,.atid univer- 
ſal benevolence, —Make. theſe. godlike virtiies the or- 
dinary ſubject of your inſtructians teach your hear- 
ers to conſidex all mankind, apiſts even unexcepted, 
as their, brethren. Rem 5 d them often of that pious 


Samaritan, that po 10 23 wine and his dil“ into 
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m, at the ſame time, that 
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